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INTRODUCTION

A. Overview

This document analyzes the proposed modifications to the West Los Angeles (WLA) Community Plan 
since adoption of the final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for that project on July 27, 1999; and 
to the Brentwood - Pacific Palisades (B-PP) Community Plan since adoption of the final MND for that 
project on June 17, 1998. The Los Angeles Department of City Planning (DCP) has prepared this 
Addendum to these two MNDs in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
(Public Resources Code [PRC] 21000 et seq.), and Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, to 
adequately assess the proposed modifications to the WLA and B-PP Community Plans.

B. Purpose of this Analysis

The Los Angeles Department of City Planning has prepared this analysis to determine whether the 
Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declarations (MND) for the WLA and B-PP Community Plans is 
in accordance with CEQA and the California CEQA Guidelines. Specifically, the scope of this analysis 
evaluates the proposed West Los Angeles Multifamily Qualifying (“Q”) Conditions, which apply to 
properties within the WLA and B-PP Community Plan Areas, to determine if they constitute a change 
to the original projects that requires the preparation of subsequent MNDs or EIRs, pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15162 and 15164.

This Addendum describes the affected environmental resources and evaluates the potential changes 
in the impacts that were previously described in the MNDs for the Community Plans referenced above. 
The criteria for determining the significance of environmental impacts in this Addendum analysis reflect 
the environmental impact categories currently set forth in CEQA, which have been updated since the 
original MNDs were adopted.

C. Q” Qualified Condition Scope and Content

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are development standards for multifamily zoned properties 
that implement various design-related goals, objectives, policies, and programs envisioned in the WLA 
and B-PP Community Plans. The boundaries of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions (or the “Project 
Area”) are generally bounded by Centinela Avenue to the west, San Vicente Boulevard to the north, I- 
405 to the east, and La Grange Avenue to the south. The “Q” Qualified Conditions include three 
categories of building design standards for the WLA and B-PP areas, summarized as follows:

Building Form and Orientation - Requires that primary pedestrian entrances be accessible 
from the adjacent public street, be prominent and distinguished though architectural features, 
and have walkways from the entrance to the sidewalk. Disallows below grade level entrances. 
Calls for building step backs above three (3) stories on the front fagade and requires that a 
significant recess be placed in buildings longer than 150 feet.

Vehicle Access and Parking - Disallows parking or vehicle circulation in the front of a building. 
Requires that vehicle access be taken from alleys and side streets where possible. Specifies 
maximum width and number of driveways. Requires that parking be screened with 
architectural elements and/or landscaping, when visible from the sidewalk.

Architectural Treatment - Places limitations on the use of stucco unless combined with other 
materials. Requires that fagades facing a public street include horizontal and vertical 
articulation on buildings with at least 50 feet of frontage. Prohibits windowless facades and 
flush finish installation facing a public street.
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D. CEQA Requirements

According to Section 15164(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the lead agency or the responsible 
agency shall prepare an Addendum to a previously adopted EIR or adopted negative declaration if 
changes or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for 
the preparation of a subsequent or supplemental to the adopted mitigated negative declaration have 
occurred. An Addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to 
the adopted MND.

The decision-making body considers the Addendum with the adopted MND prior to making a 
decision on the project.

Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines states that, for a project covered by an adopted MND, 
no subsequent MND or negative declaration shall be prepared for that project unless the Lead Agency 
determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the 
following:

1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the 
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is 
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due 
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as 
complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR 
or negative declaration;

a.

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown 
in the previous EIR;

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact 
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the 
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative; or

c.

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation 
measure or alternative.

The Guidelines also state that:

• An addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to 
the final EIR or adopted negative declaration (Section 15164 (c));

• The decision making body shall consider the addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative 
declaration prior to making a decision on the project (Section 15164 (d)); and

• A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 
should be included in an addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, or
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elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence (Section 
15164 (e)).

The Addendum and this analysis supporting use of the Addendum have been prepared in accordance 
with relevant provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (as amended) and 
the State CEQA Guidelines.

This analysis has determined that there are no new significant environmental effects and no 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects with the addition of the 
proposed West Los Angeles Multifamily “Q” Qualified Conditions. Furthermore, there are no known 
mitigation measures or alternatives that were previously considered infeasible but are now considered 
feasible that would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment previously 
identified in the adopted Mitigated Negative Declarations. Similarly, there are no known mitigation 
measures or alternatives that are considerably different than those required by the adopted Mitigated 
Negative Declarations that would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment identified in the adopted Mitigated Negative Declarations.

Therefore, neither a subsequent Negative Declaration nor a supplemental EIR, as defined under 
CEQA Guideline Sections 15162 and 15163, respectively, is required. An Addendum to the adopted 
MNDs, as permitted under Section 15164, is appropriate.

E. Previous Environmental Documents Incorporated by Reference

Consistent with Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines, the following documents were used in 
preparation of this Addendum and are incorporated herein by reference:

• General Plan Framework MND, June 1996.
• West Los Angeles Community Plan Final IS/MND, July 1999.
• Brentwood - Palisades Community Plan IS/MND, June 1998.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, section 15150(b), the above documents are available for review at the 
following location during the hours of 8:00 AM and 4:00 PM.

Department of City Planning - Automated Records 
City Hall

200 Spring Street 
5th Floor, Room 575 

Los Angeles, California 90012
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1. Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for the 
West Los Angeles Community Plan Update
On July 27, 1999, the Los Angeles City Council adopted the WLA Community Plan Update and 
adopted an MND for that project. The primary goals of the WLA Community Plan Update were to 
substantially revise the plan text with respect to organization and content, amend the land use map to 
include new land use categories, implement a portion of the Citywide General Plan Framework, 
implement zone changes to ensure consistency with existing use, and re-classify several streets within 
the Community Plan Area. However, since the City adopted the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update, 
concerns have been raised that new multifamily development is out of character and scale with the 
existing neighborhood and surrounding community.

1.1 Proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions

The 1999 Community Plan Update contains goals and policies regarding new multifamily residential 
development and call for the protection of the character and scale of existing multifamily residential 
neighborhoods. The proposed West Los Angeles Multifamily “Q” Qualified Conditions ordinance to 
which this Addendum pertains would implement the relevant goals and policies of the Community 
Plan. In particular, the “Q” Qualified Conditions would apply development regulations that influence 
building form and orientation, vehicle access and parking design, and architectural treatment to 
improve and enhance the quality of the existing neighborhood.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions aim to bring increased stability to residential neighborhoods by 
introducing development regulations that encourage new infill development to be consistent with the 
overall character of the area and enhances the pedestrian experience. The proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions include development standards for building form and orientation, vehicle access and 
parking and architectural treatment.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not approve any particular new development and does not 
change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or allowable building height from what 
is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update and analyzed in the MND.

2. Impact Discussion: West Los Angeles Community Plan Update
2.1 Analysis of Impacts

This section provides an impact assessment of the WLA Community Plan Update as updated with the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. The analysis below compares the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions with the findings made in the 1999 MND to determine whether the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would create any new environmental impacts and/or exacerbate any previously identified 
impacts.

As analyzed below, no new impacts nor increases in the severity of previously identified impacts will 
occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions.

A Modified Environmental Checklist Form (Form) was used to compare the anticipated environmental 
effects of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions with those disclosed in the MND and to review 
whether any of the circumstances set forth in Public Resources Code, section 21166 or CEQA 
Guidelines, section 15162, requiring preparation of a subsequent Negative Declaration, have 
occurred. The Form was used to review the potential environmental effects of the proposed change 
for each of the following impact areas:
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Aesthetics
Agricultural and Forestry Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing 
Public Services 
Recreation
T ransportation/T raffic 
Utilities and Service Systems 
Mandatory Findings of Significance

The Form provides the following information as to each of the impact thresholds analyzed in each of 
the impact categories:

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND.

This column sets forth the impact determination made in the MND for each impact threshold.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the changes 
represented by the proposed Q Conditions will result in new significant impacts that have not already 
been considered and mitigated by the prior environmental review or a substantial increase in the 
severity of a previously identified impact.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there have 
been changes to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which have occurred 
subsequent to adoption of the prior environmental documents, which will require major revisions of the 
previous environmental documents due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or 
a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified impact.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new 
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the 
exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous environmental documents were adopted as 
complete is available requiring an update to the analysis of the previous environmental documents to 
verify that the environmental conclusions and mitigations remain valid. If the new information shows 
that: (A) the project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the prior environmental 
documents; or (B) that significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than 
shown in the prior environmental documents; or (C) that mitigation measures or alternatives previously 
found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative;
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or (D) that mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed 
in the prior environmental documents would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative, then 
the question would be answered ‘Yes’ requiring the preparation of a subsequent MND. However, if the 
additional analysis completed as part of this Environmental Review finds that the conclusions of the 
prior environmental documents remain the same and no new significant impacts are identified, or 
identified environmental impacts are not found to be more severe, or additional mitigation is not 
necessary, then the question would be answered ‘No’ and no additional environmental documentation 
(subsequent MND) is required. New studies completed as part of this environmental review are 
attached to this Addendum, or are on file with the Planning Department.

Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts.

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the prior 
environmental documents provide mitigation measures to address effects in the related impact 
category. In some cases, the mitigations have already been implemented. A “yes” response will be 
provided in either instance. If “No” is indicated, this Environmental Review concludes that the impact 
does not occur with this project and therefore no mitigations are needed.

Applicable mitigation measures from the prior environmental review that apply to the project are listed 
under each environmental category.

Conclusion

Each impact category concludes with a narrative discussion of the effects of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions on that category and any suggested mitigation measures.
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2.1.1 Aesthetics

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstancs

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially Substantially 
More Severe More Severe 

Impacts? Impacts? Verification?

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New Analysis

WLA MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

or

Aesthetics: Would the 
project:

(a) Have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic 
vista?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Substantially damage 
scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, 
rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway?

(c) Substantially degrade 
the existing visual 
character or quality of the 
site and its surroundings?

(d) Create a new source 
of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime 
views in the area?

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

Aesthetic impacts are discussed in the Initial Study prepared for the 1999 WLA Community Plan 
Update. The Initial Study did not identify any impacts to aesthetics as a result of the Community Plan 
Update. In addition, it also determined that the Community Plan Update would not obstruct any scenic 
vista. Further, the MND that was prepared thereafter determined that the Community Plan Update 
would not degrade the existing visual character or produce a new source of substantial light or glare. 
There were no impacts to aesthetics or light and glare identified from the Community Plan Update. 
Because the Initial Study determined the WLA Community Plan Update would not result in any 
aesthetic impacts, no further analysis was required in the MND.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related to aesthetics 
because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use 
designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA 
Community Plan Update.

Furthermore, approximately 70% of the Project Area is located within a Transit Priority Area (TPA) and 
the projects that would be developed within this area would be considered residential projects on an 
infill site (see Appendix A). Pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21099(d), aesthetic impacts 
associated with such projects are deemed to be less than significant.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

While the development regulations set forth in the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions have the potential 
to impact aesthetics within the Community Plan Area, the purpose and intent of these design-related
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regulations is to improve the aesthetic environment of the Project Area. As such, the proposed Q 
conditions would not adversely impact the aesthetic environment.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights that were not previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Finally, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity, or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community 
Plan. No substantial changes to aesthetic resources or circumstances within the Project Area have 
occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new aesthetic resources have been identified 
within the vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or 
substantially more severe aesthetic impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

No new information of substantial importance has become available relative to visual or aesthetic 
resources since adoption of the MND that would require further CEQA analysis. No substantial 
changes in the aesthetic or visual environment have occurred since that time and no substantial new 
scenic resources have been identified within the vicinity of the areas subject to the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in 
any aesthetic impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are 
required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on aesthetic 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant aesthetic impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified aesthetic impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seek to implement supplemental development 
standards related to aesthetics that are more restrictive than current land use controls. Therefore, the 
adoption and implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not meet the conditions for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.2 Agriculture and Forest Resources (Agricultural Resources)

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLA MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources:

Would the project:

(a) Convert Prime 
Farmland, 
Unique 
Farmland, or 
Farmland of

Not Analyzed No No No No

Page 11 of 101



Statewide 
Importance 
(Farmland), as 
shown on the 
maps prepared 
pursuant to the 
Farmland 
Mapping and 
Monitoring 
Program of the 
California 
Resources 
Agency, to non- 
agricultural use?

(b) Conflict with
existing zoning 
for agricultural 
use, or a 
Williamson Act 
contract?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(c) Conflict with
existing zoning 
for, or cause 
rezoning of, 
forest land (as 
defined in Public 
Resources Code 
section 
12220(g)), 
timberland (as 
defined by Public 
Resources Code 
4526), or 
timberland zoned 
Timberland 
Production (as 
defined by 
Government 
Code section 
51104(g))?

(d) Result in the loss
of forest land or 
conversion of 
forest land to 
non-forest use?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) Involve other 
changes in the 
existing 
environment 
which, due to 
their location or 
nature, could 
result in 
conversion of 
Farmland, to 
non-agricultural 
use or
conversion of 
forest land to 
non-forest use?

No Impact No No No No

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

Impacts to agriculture and forestry resources were not analyzed in the 1999 Initial Study as it was not 
an environmental impact category under CEQA at the time. However, the MND did determine that the 
Community Plan Update would not result in the reduction of acreage of any agricultural crop. The WLA 
Community Plan Update did not conflict with a Williamson Act contract because there is no land within 
the WLA Community Plan Update area that is subject to a Williamson Act contract.
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Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of 
the adopted MND regarding reduction of acreage of any agricultural crop and would not impact 
agriculture and/or forestry resources. It does not change any land uses, building heights, densities or 
intensities, and it seeks to implement supplemental development standards for multifamily residential 
development. The area of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is currently zoned for multifamily 
residential use, and does not contain agricultural zoning or land uses.1’2 Additionally, the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions would not convert valued farmland to non-agricultural uses, conflict with an 
existing Williamson Act contract, or rezone/cause the rezoning of forest land and timberland. 
Therefore, there are no new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to agriculture or 
forestry resources identified with the addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions and no 
mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts, and there is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative 
to agricultural or forestry resources. No substantial changes to agricultural or forestry resources or 
circumstances within the Project Area have occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial 
new agricultural or forestry resources have been identified within the vicinity of the Project Area that 
would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there 
are no new circumstances involving new significant or substantially more severe agricultural impacts 
than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

No new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to agriculture and 
forest resources since adoption of the MND that would require further CEQA analysis. No substantial 
changes in the environment have occurred since that time, and no substantial new agriculture and 
forest resources impacts have been identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. 
Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any impacts to 
agricultural resources, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures is required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

The Initial Study did not study agriculture and forest resources and therefore no mitigation measures 
were required. However, the implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not 
impact these resources for the reasons stated above. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to agricultural or forestry resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to agricultural and forestry resources as a result do not 
meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

1 Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zoning Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS), http://zimas. lacity. org, accessed
December 27, 2017.

2 Los Angeles Department of City Planning, West Los Angeles Community Plan General Plan Land Use Map,
http://planning. lacity. org/complan/westla/PDF/wlaplanmap. pdf, accessed September 13, 2016.
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2.1.3 Air Quality

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Air Quality: Would the 
project:

(a) Conflict with or 
obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air 
quality plan?

(b) Violate any air 
quality standard or 
contribute substantially 
to an existing or 
projected air quality 
violation?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(c) Result in a 
cumulatively 
considerable net 
increase of any criteria 
pollutant for which the 
project region is non
attainment under an 
applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality 
standard (including 
releasing emissions 
which exceed 
quantitative thresholds 
for ozone precursors)?

(d) Expose sensitive 
receptors to substantial 
pollutant 
concentrations?

Not Analyzed No No No No

No Impact No No No No

(e) Create 
objectionable odors 
affecting a substantial 
number of people?

No Impact No No No No

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

The adopted MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not result in air 
emissions or the deterioration of ambient air quality or expose residents to severe air pollution 
conditions, because it did not include activities that would generate air emissions and did not 
substantially intensify existing or planned land use density within the Community Plan Area. 
Additionally, the MND determined that the 1999 Community Plan Update would not create 
objectionable odors or result in the alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change 
in climate, either locally or regionally, because it did not include odor generating activities and made 
plan designations consistent with existing uses.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
related to air quality. They do not change any land uses, building heights, densities or intensities; 
rather, they seeks to implement supplemental development standards. Because the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions would not change uses, densities or intensity of development permitted under the
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WLA Community Plan Update, it is not anticipated that implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would result in any new significant or substantially more severe air quality impacts.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights that were not previously analyzed in the MND. They do not allow for increased building height, 
intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan. No substantial 
changes related to air quality circumstances have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of 
the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. 
Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more 
severe impacts relating to air quality than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

No new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to air quality since 
adoption of the MND that would require further CEQA analysis. No substantial changes in the 
environment have occurred since that time, and no substantial new air quality impacts have been 
identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” 
Qualified Conditions will not result in any new or substantially more severe air quality impacts, no 
further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on air 
quality, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to air quality resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to air quality resources as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.4 Biological Resources

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Biological

Resources: Would the 
project:
(a) Have a substantial 

adverse effect, 
either directly or 
through habitat 
modifications, on 
any species 
identified as a 
candidate,

No Impact No No No No
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sensitive, or 
special status 
species in local or 
regional plans, 
policies, or 
regulations, or by 
the California 
Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 
or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service?

(b) Have a substantial
adverse effect on 
any riparian 
habitat or other 
sensitive natural 
community 
identified in local 
or regional plans, 
policies,
regulations, or by 
the California 
Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 
or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service?

(c) Have a substantial
adverse effect on 
federally- 
protected 
wetlands, as 
defined by 
Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act 
(including, but not 
limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) 
through direct 
removal, filling, 
hydrological 
interruption, or 
other means?

(d) Interfere
substantially with 
the movement of 
any native 
resident or 
migratory fish or 
wildlife species or 
with established 
native resident or 
migratory wildlife 
corridors, or 
impede the use of 
native wildlife 
nursery sites?

(e) Conflict with any
local policies or 
ordinances 
protecting 
biological 
resources, such 
as a tree 
preservation 
policy or 
ordinance?

(f) Conflict with the
provisions of an 
adopted Habitat 
Conservation 
Plan, Natural 
Community 
Conservation 
Plan, or other 
approved local, 
regional, or state 
habitat

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No
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conservation
plan?

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

The adopted MND determined that, due to the existing developed urban nature of the Community Plan 
Area and the scope of the project, the 1999 Community Plan Update would not result in a change in 
the diversity of species or number of any species of plants or animals; reduce the number of any 
unique, rare or endangered species of plants or animals; introduce new species of plants or animals 
into the Community Plan Area that could create a barrier to the normal replenishment of said species; 
or result in the deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of 
the adopted MND related to biological resources. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not 
result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to biological resources because 
they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, 
floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community 
Plan. No substantial changes to biological resources or circumstances within the Project Area have 
occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new biological resources have been identified 
within the vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or 
substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

No new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to biological 
resources since adoption of the MND that would require further CEQA analysis. No substantial 
changes in the environment related to biological resources have occurred since that time, and no 
substantial new biological resources have been identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any biological 
resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures is required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on biological 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to biological resources or a substantial increase in 
the severity of previously identified biological resource impacts would occur as a result of the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seek to implement supplemental 
development standards related to aesthetics that are more restrictive than current land use controls. 
Therefore, the adoption and implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not meet the conditions
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for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.5 Cultural Resources

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Cultural Resources: 
Would the project:

(a) Cause a substantial
adverse change in 
the significance of a 
historical resource 
as defined in CEQA 
Guidelines 
§15064.5?

(b) Cause a substantial
adverse change in 
the significance of 
an archaeological 
resource pursuant 
to CEQA Guidelines 
§15064.5?

(c) Directly or indirectly
destroy a unique 
paleontological 
resource or site or 
unique geologic 
feature?

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(d) Disturb any human 
remains, including 
those interred 
outside of formal 
cemeteries?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not cause adverse physical 
or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building, structure, or object, and that it would not result 
in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archeological site. It also determined 
that the Community Plan Update would not restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the 
Community Plan Area or have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect unique 
ethnic cultural values.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
relating to cultural resources, because they do not approve any particular new development and do 
not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is 
allowed in the WLA Community Plan update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to 
demolish existing buildings, some of which may qualify as historical resources. Therefore, the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development 
from what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan Update in such a way that results in new significant 
or substantially more severe impacts to cultural resources.
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Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

Since the City adopted the MND, the City conducted a survey of the WLA Community Plan Area to 
determine if any buildings or structures within the plan area are historically significant. This survey 
was performed as part of SurveyLA which is a City initiative to survey and inventory the buildings and 
structures of potential historical significance in the City. That survey identified several buildings within 
the area that will be covered by the Project Area as potential historic resources. A list of these buildings 
can be found in Appendix B. None of these buildings have been designated as Historic Cultural 
Monuments (HCM). As stated previously, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not approve any 
particular development or allow for or seek to implement additional development rights that were not 
previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Finally, the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for 
increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA 
Community Plan. As such, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not create any new incentives 
that would encourage the demolition of existing buildings, including buildings identified as potentially 
historically significant. No substantial changes to historic resources or circumstances within the Project 
Area have occurred since adoption of the MND, and other than the potential historic resources 
identified as part of SurveyLA, no substantial new historic resources have been identified within the 
vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, even with the identification of buildings and structures that are 
potentially historically significant, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any new 
significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to cultural 
resources since adoption of the MND that would require further CEQA analysis, other than those 
identified in SurveyLA. No substantial changes in the environment related to cultural resources have 
occurred since the adoption of the MND, and no substantial new cultural resources have been 
identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any cultural resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or 
review of feasible mitigation measures is required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on cultural 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

The MND determined that the Community Plan Update would not cause significant impacts to cultural 
resources through the development resulting from the plan. It also determined that the Community 
Plan Update would not cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical resource or disturb 
any human remains or archaeological/paleontological resources.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings or Mitigation 
policies of the MND, because it does not include the approval of specific projects or changes in land 
use, zoning, intensity, density, and heights. As stated above, through SurveyLA, the City has identified 
additional buildings and structures within the Project Area that are potentially historically significant. 
However, the City does not anticipate that implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
will significantly impact any of these buildings because they do not approve any particular new 
development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building
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height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any 
economic incentives to demolish existing buildings, some of which may qualify as historical resources.

Additionally, the Project Area consists of sites that are fully developed with residential uses that abut 
public rights-of-way improved by sidewalks and roadway improvements. Therefore, the likelihood of 
finding intact significant archeological and paleontological resources is low.

Furthermore, the Project Area is not located on a known or established cemetery and, therefore, it is 
unlikely that human remains exist on-site or in the vicinity.

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to cultural resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to cultural resources as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.6 Geology and Soils

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact Determination 
in WLA MND

Geology And Soils: Would 
the project:

(a) Expose people or 
structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk or loss, 
injury or death involving:

(i) Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the 
most recent Alquist- 
Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State 
Geologist for the 
area or based on 
other substantial 
evidence of a known 
fault?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(ii) Strong seismic 
ground shaking?

(iii) Seismic-related 
ground failure, 
including 
liquefaction?

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No(iv) Landslides?

(b) Result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic 
unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off
site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse?

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No
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Do Proposed Any New 
Changes Circumstances 

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant
Impacts or Impacts or

Substantially Substantially 
Impact Determination More Severe More Severe 

in WLA MND

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources) Impacts? Impacts?

(d) Be located on expansive 
soil, as defined in Table 18- 1- 
B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or 
property?

(e) Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use 
of septic tanks or alternative 
waste water disposal systems 
where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of 
waste water?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 Community Plan Update would not result in unstable earth 
conditions or changes in geologic substructures; disruptions, displacements, compaction or over 
covering of the soil; changes in topography or ground surface relief features; the destruction, covering 
or modification of any unique geologic or physical features; increases in wind or water erosion of soils, 
either on or off the site; changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes in siltation, 
deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or 
any bay, inlet or lake; or expose people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, 
landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related to geology 
and soils because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land 
use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA 
Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to develop differently 
than what is permitted under the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted 
in the WLA Community Plan Update in such a way that results in new significant or substantially more 
severe impacts related to geology and soils.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than were not previously analyzed in the adopted MND and adopted WLA Community Plan. 
They also do not allow for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is 
permitted in the WLA Community Plan. No substantial changes to geology and soils or circumstances 
within the Project Area have occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new geologic 
resources have been identified within the vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances 
involving new significant or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to geology
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and soils. No substantial changes in the environment related to geology and soils have occurred since 
the adoption of the MND, and no areas that are susceptible to geology and soil impacts have been 
identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any new impacts related to geology and soils or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified impacts related to geology and soils, no further CEQA 
analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures is required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on geology 
and soils, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to geology 
and soils. No substantial changes in the environment related to geology and soils have occurred since 
the adoption of the MND, and no substantial new conditions related to geology and soils have been 
identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” 
Qualified Conditions will not result in any impacts, a review of feasible mitigation measures is not 
required.

2.1.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLA MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting Information Determination 
Sources)

Impact

in WLA MND

Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions: Would the 
project:
(a) Generate

greenhouse gas 
emissions, either 
directly or 
indirectly, that may 
have a significant 
impact on the 
environment?

(b) Conflict with an
applicable plan, 
policy or regulation 
adopted for the 
purpose of 
reducing the 
emissions of 
greenhouse 
gases?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The adopted MND did not analyze the impact of the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update on 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as it was not an environmental impact category under CEQA at the 
time.
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Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant or substantially more severe 
GHG impacts because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any 
land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA 
Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to develop differently 
than what is permitted under the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted 
in the WLA Community Plan Update in such a way that results in new significant GHG impacts or a 
substantial increase in the severity GHG impacts.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND and adopted WLA Community Plan. 
They do not allow for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is 
permitted in the WLA Community Plan. Furthermore, the Project Area has not changed appreciably 
since the MND was adopted. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant 
impacts or substantially more severe impacts relating to GHGs than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

It is well-established that although CEQA now requires an analysis of greenhouse gas emissions as 
an impact category, the impact of greenhouse gas emissions does not constitute new information, 
within the meaning of Public Resources Code Section 21166(c), meaning new information which was 
not known and could not have been known at the time the MND was adopted. (Citizens for 
Responsible Equitable Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 515, 
532 [court held that city’s adoption of an addendum to a EIR complied with CEQA in response to a 
challenge alleging that previously certified EIR failed to analyze greenhouse gas emissions and, thus, 
required preparation of a supplemental EIR].) As such, the fact that CEQA now requires the analysis 
of GHG impacts does not constitute new information within the meaning of Public Resources Code, 
section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines, section 15162(a)(3). Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or 
review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

None.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to GHG emissions would occur as a result of the 
proposed Q Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to GHG emissions do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15162.
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2.1.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Hazards And 
Hazardous 
Materials: Would the 
project:

(a) Create a 
significant 
hazard to the 
public or the 
environment 
through the 
routine transport, 
use, or disposal 
of hazardous 
materials?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Create a 
significant 
hazard to the 
public or the 
environment 
through the 
reasonably 
foreseeable 
upset and 
accident 
conditions 
involving the 
likely release of 
hazardous 
materials into

No Impact No No No No

the
environment?

(c) Emit hazardous 
emissions or 
handle 
hazardous or 
acutely 
hazardous 
materials, 
substances, or 
waste within 
one-quarter mile 
of an existing or 
proposed 
school?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(d) Be located on a 
site which is 
included on a list 
of hazardous 
materials sites 
compiled 
pursuant to 
Government 
Code §65962.5 
and, as a result, 
would it create a 
significant 
hazard to the 
public or the 
environment?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) For a project
located within an Not Analyzed No No No No
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Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New Involving New 
Significant 
Impact or

Any New 
Circumstances

Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLA MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

airport land use 
plan or, where 
such a plan has 
not been 
adopted, within 
two miles of a 
public airport or 
public use 
airport, would 
the project result 
in a safety 
hazard for 
people residing 
or working in the 
project area?

(f) For a project
within the vicinity 
of a private 
airstrip, would 
the project result 
in a safety 
hazard for 
people residing 
or working in the 
project area?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(g) Impair
implementation
of or physically 
interfere with an

No Impact No No No Noadopted 
emergency 
response plan or 
emergency 
evacuation plan?

(h) Expose people or 
structures to a 
significant risk of 
loss, injury or 
death involving 
wildland fires, 
including where 
wildlands are 
adjacent to 
urbanized areas 
or where 
residences are 
intermixed with 
wildlands?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not create or expose people 
to any health hazards or potential health hazards as the Community Plan Update reduces health 
hazards by separating areas for residential, commercial, and manufacturing land uses. In addition, the 
MND determined that the Community Plan Update would not create additional risk of an explosion or 
release of hazardous substances in the event of an accident or upset conditions, and that it would not 
interfere with an emergency response or emergency evacuation plan.
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Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of 
the MND related to hazards and hazardous materials. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would 
not create a significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials because they do not 
approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area 
ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. As such, 
they do not create any economic incentives to develop differently than what is permitted under the 
WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any 
uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the 1999 Community Plan 
Update in such a way that may result in new reasonably foreseeable impacts related to hazards and 
hazardous materials. It is noted that the regulations contained in the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would not increase the potential for the emission of hazardous emissions or the handling 
of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an 
existing or proposed school. A list of schools within one-quarter miles of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions can be found in Appendix C. Furthermore, no portion of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions was identified on the Cortese List (Government Code Section 65962.5) of hazardous sites.3

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed [Q] Conditions 
would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts, and 
there is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to hazards or 
hazardous materials. No substantial changes related to hazards and hazardous materials have 
occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new hazards or 
hazardous materials have been identified within the Project Area would result in new significant or 
substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or 
more significant effects related to hazards or hazardous materials not discussed in the MND, 
significant effects related to hazards or hazardous materials previously examined that will be 
substantially more severe than shown in the MND, or of mitigation measures previously determined 
to be infeasible which have now been determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA 
analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on hazards 
or hazardous materials, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to hazards and hazardous materials would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to hazards and hazardous materials as a result do not 
meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

3 California Department of Toxic Substances Control website, htty://www.dtsc.ca.sov/SiteCleanuy/Cortese List.cfm, accessed 
September 7, 2016.
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2.1.9 Hydrology and Water Quality (Water)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Hydrology And Water 
Quality: Would the project:

(a) Violate any water quality 
standards or waste 
discharge requirements?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Substantially deplete
groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially 
with groundwater 
recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in 
aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local 
groundwater table level 
(e.g., the production rate 
of pre-existing nearby 
wells would drop to a 
level which would not 
support existing land 
uses or planned uses for 
which permits have been 
granted)?

(c) Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, 
including through the 
alteration of the course 
of a stream or river, in a 
manner which would 
result in substantial 
erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site?

Not Analyzed No No No No

No Impact No No No No

(d) Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, 
including through the 
alteration of the course 
of a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding 
on- or off-site?

No Impact No No No No

(e) Create or contribute runoff
water which would 
exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned storm 
water drainage systems 
or provide substantial 
additional sources of 
polluted runoff?

(f) Otherwise substantially
degrade water quality?

(g) Place housing within a
100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a 
federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New Any New 
Significant Significant Information
Impacts or Impact or

Impact Substantially Substantially
Determination More Severe More Severe Analysis or 
in WLA MND Impacts? Impacts? Verification?

WLA MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Requiring
New

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Insurance Rate Map or 
other flood hazard 
delineation map?

(h) Place within a 100-year 
flood hazard area 
structures which would 
impede or redirect flood 
flows?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(i) Expose people or
structures to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or 
death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a 
result of the failure of a 
levee or dam?

No Impact No No No No

(j) Inundation by seiche, 
tsunami or mudflow? No Impact No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not change the course or 
direction of water movements; the absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amounts of 
surface water runoff; the amount of surface water in any water body; or the temperature, flow, or 
chemical content of surface thermal springs. The MND determined this because there are no water 
courses or bodies of water within the Community Plan Area and because a majority of the area is 
already developed and covered by impervious surfaces where runoff is collected by the storm drain 
system and eventually discharged into the Pacific Ocean. Additionally, the MND determined that the 
1999 update would not alter the course or flow of flood waters or the direction or rate of flow of ground 
waters. Further, the MND determined that the Community Plan Update would not discharge into 
surface waters, change the quality of groundwater, reduce the amount of water otherwise available 
for public water supplies, or expose people or property to water related hazards such as flooding or 
tidal waves.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of 
the adopted MND. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts 
related to hydrology and water quality because they do not approve any particular new development 
and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what 
is allowed in the 1999 Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives 
to develop differently than what is permitted under the Community Plan Update. Therefore, the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development 
from what is permitted in the Community Plan Update in such a way that may result in new significant 
or substantially more severe impacts related to hydrology and water quality.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts, and there is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative
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to hydrology and water quality. No substantial changes related to hydrology and water quality have 
occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new hydrological or 
water quality resources have been identified in the physical environment that would result in new 
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or 
more significant effects regarding hydrology and water quality not discussed in the MND, significant 
effects related to hydrology and water quality previously examined that will be substantially more 
severe than shown in the MND, or mitigation measures previously determined to be infeasible which 
have now been determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible 
mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on hydrology 
and water quality, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant hydrologic and water quality impacts or a substantial increase 
in the severity of previously identified hydrologic and water quality impacts would occur as a result of 
the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to hydrology and water quality do not 
meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21166 or 
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.10 Land Use and Planning

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New Any New 
Significant Significant Information
Impacts or Impact or

Impact Substantially Substantially
Determination More Severe More Severe Analysis or 
in WLA MND Impacts? Impacts? Verification?

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Requiring
New

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Land Use and Planning: 
Would the project:

(a) Physically divide an
established community? Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Conflict with any
applicable land use plan, 
policy or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction 
over the project 
(including, but not limited 
to the general plan, 
specific plan, local 
coastal program or 
zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose 
of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes
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(c) Conflict with any
applicable habitat 
conservation plan or 
natural community 
conservation plan?

(d) Cause a substantial
amount of existing 
development to be 
considered non
conforming as a result of 
zoning actions?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) Result in a change in the 
residential density and 
commercial development 
intensity of an area?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(f) Cause increased potential 
for land use conflicts and 
nuisance relationships 
between existing and 
future land uses?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(g) Cause an existing
developed area to be 
converted from a 
residential use to non- 
residential uses over 
time, or vice versa?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would alter the present or planned 
land use of the Community Plan Area. The Community Plan Update did not result in the intensifying 
land use density but rather made the Community Plan’s land uses conform to existing conditions, 
eliminate “spot zoning”, and brought nonconforming parcels into conformance with surrounding uses. 
The 1999 Community Plan Update altered some of the permitted land uses in the Community Plan 
Area and identified them in its Change Matrix.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
related to land use and planning. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new 
significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts related to land use because they do not 
approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area 
ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. As 
such, they do not create any economic incentives to develop differently than what is permitted under 
the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change 
any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the WLA Community 
Plan Update in such a way that may result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts 
related to land use.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will implement the Land Use Mitigation Measures by applying 
development and design standards on multifamily properties in the Project Area. They does not have 
the potential to physically divide an established community, conflict with any applicable land use plan, 
policy, or regulation, or conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan. Furthermore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are consistent with the 
objectives and policies of the General Plan Framework and the WLA Community Plan Update as they 
seek to enhance the built environment and quality of life for multifamily development residential zones.

At the local level, various plans regulate land use and design standards in the Project Area. These 
include: the General Plan Framework, the West LA Community Plan, the Multifamily Residential 
Citywide Design Guidelines, and the West LA TIMP Specific Plan. The “Q” Qualified Conditions would
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be applied within the West LA Community Plan Area, which contains Low Medium 1, Low Medium 2, 
and Medium Residential land uses.4 The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are permitted within these 
residential designations and are thus consistent with the General Plan. Although the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions do create new multifamily design standards, they do not change any General 
Plan land uses designations. The following paragraphs discuss the relationship between the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions and the City of Los Angeles’ applicable plans, policies, and regulations.

The Proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are consistent with the objectives and policies of the General 
Plan Framework and the WLA Community Plan in that they seek to enhance the design and quality of 
new multifamily residential development in the area.

The General Plan Framework has the following project-relevant objectives and policies:

Framework Objective 3.7 Provide for the stability and enhancement of multi-family residential 
neighborhoods and allow for growth in areas where there is sufficient public infrastructure and 
services and the residents’ quality of life can be maintained or improved.

Framework Objective 3.7.4 Improve the quality of new multi-family dwelling units based on the 
standards in the Urban Form and Neighborhood Design Chapter of [the General Plan Framework].

Framework Objective 5.5.1 Enhance the livability of all neighborhoods by upgrading the quality 
of development and improving the quality of the public realm.

Framework Policy 5.5.3 Formulate and adopt building and site design standards and guidelines 
to raise the quality of design Citywide.

Framework Policy 5.5.4 Determine the appropriate urban design elements at the neighborhood 
level, such as sidewalk width and materials, street lights and trees, bus shelters and benches, and 
other street furniture.

The WLA Community Plan has the following project-relevant objectives and policies:

WLA Policy 1-2.3 Do not increase residential densities beyond those permitted in the Plan unless 
the necessary infrastructure and transportation systems are available to accommodate the 
increase.

WLA Objective 1-3 To preserve and enhance the varied and distinct residential character and 
integrity of existing residential neighborhoods.

WLA Policy 1-3.1 Require architectural compatibility and adequate landscaping for new multi
family residential development to protect the character and scale of existing residential 
neighborhoods.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would create design standards in multifamily residential zones 
with the Community Plan Area. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would apply development 
regulations that influence building form and orientation, vehicle access and parking design, and 
architectural treatment to improve and enhance the quality of the existing neighborhood (Framework 
Objectives/Policies 3.7, 5.5.1,5.5.3, and WLA Objective 1-3 and WLA Policy 1-3.1).the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions would not change the existing zoning or increase the densities beyond those 
currently permitted under the WLA Community Plan (WLA Policy 1-2.3). Furthermore, the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions are included within the boundaries of the WLA TIMP Specific Plan and new 
development within the Community Plan Area would still be required to adhere to its provisions. 
Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new significant or substantially

4 City of Los Angeles, Zoning Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS) website, http://zimas.lacity.org, accessed September 16, 
2015.
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more severe impacts related to land use and planning beyond what was already disclosed in the 
adopted MND and no mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial importance that has become 
available relative to land use. No substantial changes to land use have occurred within the Project 
Area since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new changes in land use have been identified 
within the Project Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe significant 
environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or 
more significant effects regarding land use not discussed in the MND, significant effects related to land 
use previously examined that will be substantially more severe than shown in the MND, or mitigation 
measures previously determined to be infeasible which have now been determined to be feasible. 
Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

Implementation of zoning regulations, and the policies and programs contained in the 
community Plan, to mitigate land use compatibility problems between different land uses 
within the community.
Implementation of existing and new Q conditions on properties where plan amendments and 
zone changes are proposed, to mitigate potential impacts on surrounding land uses.
Maintain adequate commercial and industrial land uses to meet the needs of the populations. 
Buffering residential properties from commercial and industrial land uses.
Design criteria to promote visual enhancement of the community.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant land use impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified land use impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to land use as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.
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2.1.11 Mineral Resources (Natural Resources)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLAMND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLAMND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Mineral Resources: 
Would the project:

(a) Result in the loss of 
availability of a 
known mineral 
resource that would 
be of value to the 
region and the 
residents of the 
state?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Result in the loss of 
availability of a 
locally important 
mineral resource 
recovery site 
delineated on a 
local general plan, 
specific plan or 
other land use 
plan?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Impact Determination in the WLA MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not result in an increase in 
the rate of use of any natural resources. The MND also determined that the Community Plan Update 
would not result in the depletion of any non-renewable natural resources.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not change or alter any of the findings of 
the adopted MND related to mineral resources. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result 
in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to mineral resources because they do 
not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area 
ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. 
Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or the density or intensity 
of development from what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan Update in such a way that result 
in new significant or substantially more severe impacts to mineral resources.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed [Q] Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights than 
what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased building height, 
intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan Update. No 
substantial changes related to mineral resources have occurred within the Project Area since adoption 
of the MND, and no substantial new mineral resources have been identified in the physical 
environment that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. 
Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more 
severe impacts to mineral resources than what was analyzed in the MND.

Page 33 of 101



Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to mineral 
resources. No substantial changes in the environment related to mineral resources have occurred 
since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new mineral resources have been identified within the 
vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially 
more severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions will not result in any mineral resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of 
feasible mitigation measures is required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on mineral 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation 
measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to mineral resources or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified mineral resource impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the adoption and implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions do not meet the conditions for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15162.

2.1.12 Noise

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New Any New 
Significant Significant Information
Impacts or Impact or

Impact Substantially Substantially
Determination More Severe More Severe Analysis or 
in WLA MND Impacts? Impacts? Verification?

WLA MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Requiring
New

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Noise: Would the project result
in:

(a) Exposure of persons to or 
generation of noise 
levels in excess of 
standards established in 
the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of 
other agencies?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Exposure of persons to or 
generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise 
levels?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(c) A substantial permanent
increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels 
existing without the 
project?

(d) A substantial temporary or
periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No
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the project vicinity above 
levels existing without 
the project?

(e) For a project located
within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a 
plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles 
of a public airport or 
public use airport, would 
the project expose 
people residing or 
working in the project 
area to excessive noise 
levels?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(f) For a project within the 
vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project 
expose people residing 
or working in the project 
area to excessive noise 
levels?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not result in increases to 
existing noise levels or expose people to severe noise levels. It also determined that the WLA 
Community Plan Area is an urbanized area with a mix of low medium to high medium density uses. 
While the MND identified traffic-related noise as a major contributor to ambient noise levels and that 
the Community Plan Update would intensify land uses along some commercial corridors where 
integration of residential mixed-use development was proposed, it determined that the change in 
intensity within proximity to major transit corridors would result in lesser automobile traffic and noise 
levels. Further, it stated that developers of multiple residential projects are required to provide sound 
insulation to reduce interior noise levels below a CNEL of 45 dBA in habitable rooms.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of 
the MND related to noise. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant 
impacts related to noise because they do not approve any particular new development and do not 
change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed 
in the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change 
any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the Community Plan 
Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts to noise.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed [Q] Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights than 
what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They also do not allow for increased building 
height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan. No 
substantial changes related to noise have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND 
that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, 
there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts 
than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to noise 
impacts since adoption of the MND. No substantial changes in the environment related to noise have
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occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new significant noise sources have been 
identified within the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more 
severe significant environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible 
mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on noise, 
no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant noise impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified noise impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to noise as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant 
to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.13 Population and Housing

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or

Impact Substantially
Determination More Severe 
in WLA MND Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLA MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Population And Housing:
Would the project:

(a) Induce substantial
population growth in an 
area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing 
new homes and 
businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, 
through extension of 
roads or other 
infrastructure)?

(b) Displace substantial
numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating 
the construction of 
replacement housing 
elsewhere?

(c) Displace substantial
numbers of people, 
necessitating the 
construction of 
replacement housing 
elsewhere?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not result in the relocation 
of any persons because of its effects on housing, commercial, or industrial facilities. It also determined 
that the Community Plan Update would not affect existing housing or impact available rental housing, 
create demand for additional housing, or result in the demolition, relocation or remodeling of 
residential, commercial, or industrial facilities. However, the MND did determine that the Community 
Plan Update would have a less than significant impact with regard to inducing population growth
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because it had the potential to result in changes to the distribution, density or growth rate of the human 
population. The MND determined this because it identified potential intensification of development 
density and a potential increase in population as a result of the Community Plan Update designating 
three Mixed Use Boulevards. These designations included the south side of Santa Monica Boulevard 
from Glendon Avenue and Beverly Glen Boulevard, the south side of Wilshire Boulevard between 
Wellesley and Granville Avenues, and both sides of Sawtelle Boulevard between Olympic Boulevard 
and Ohio Avenue.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed Q Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND related to 
population and housing. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant 
impacts related to population and housing because the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not 
approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area 
ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the 1999 Community Plan Update. The 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would maintain existing reasonable expected development 
established by the Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not 
change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the Community 
Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related 
to population and housing.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community 
Plan. No substantial changes related to population or housing have occurred within the Project Area 
that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, 
there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts 
than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or 
more significant effects regarding population or housing not discussed in the MND, significant effects 
related to population or housing previously examined that will be substantially more severe than shown 
in the MND, or mitigation measures previously determined to be infeasible which have now been 
determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation 
measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Maintaining adequate commercial and industrial land uses to meet the needs of the 
population.

• Designation of mixed-use boulevard in public transportation corridors to accommodate the 
projected increase in residential density, and reduce air pollution, noise, and traffic levels.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant population and housing impacts or a substantial increase in 
the severity of previously identified population and housing impacts would occur as a result of the
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proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to population and housing as a result do 
not meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CeQa Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.14 Public Services

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLA MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Public Services:
Would the project result in 
substantial adverse 
physical impacts 
associated with the 
provision of new or 
physically altered 
governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically 
altered governmental 
facilities, the construction 
of which could cause 
significant environmental 
impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response 
times or other performance 
objectives for any of the 
public services:

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes(a) Fire protection?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
(b) Police protection? No No No Yes

No Impact No No No No(c) Schools?

(d) Parks? No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No(e) Other public facilities?

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that impacts related to fire and police protection services would be less than 
significant with mitigation measures incorporated. It also identified that the 1999 WLA Community Plan 
Update would result in no impacts to schools, parks, other government services, and the maintenance 
of public facilities such as roads. The adopted MND determined that the Community Plan Update 
would result in potential impacts to police and fire services, because of an identified service shortage 
in the WLA Community Plan Area in the General Plan Framework MND and because the designation 
of Mixed Use Boulevards had the potential to result in a need for increased levels of service availability 
by the LAFD and the LAPD. The adopted MND mitigated these impacts by including a mitigation 
measure that implements the policies and programs contained within the WLA Community Plan, the 
Mitigation Monitoring Program for the General Plan Framework Element, and the City's Fire Protection 
Plan, to monitor and address increases in demand for public services resulting from population growth.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new significant or substantially more severe
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impacts related to public services beyond what was already disclosed in the adopted MND because 
they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, 
floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. 
Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or the density or intensity 
of development from what is permitted in the Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new 
or substantially more severe impacts related to public services.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan 
Update. No substantial changes related to public services have occurred within the Project Area since 
adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or substantially more 
severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to public 
services impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to 
public services have occurred since that time that would result in new significant or substantially more 
severe environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation 
measures are required.

Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts

The MND included the following mitigation measures:

• Implementation of the policies and programs contained in the Community Plan, the Mitigation 
Monitoring Program for the General Plan Framework Element, and the City’s Fire Protection 
Plan to monitor and address increases in demand for public services (police, fire, schools, 
parks and recreation facilities, etc.) resulting from population growth.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant public services impacts or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified public services impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to public services as a result do not meet the standards 
for a subsequent MND pursuant to CeQa Guidelines, Section 15162.
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2.1.15 Recreation

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLAMND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in WLAMND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Recreation:

(a) Would the project 
increase the use of 
existing
neighborhood and 
regional parks or 
other recreational 
facilities such that 
substantial 
physical
deterioration of the 
facility would occur 
or be accelerated?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

(b) Does the project 
include 
recreational 
facilities or require 
the construction or 
expansion of 
recreational 
facilities which 
might have an 
adverse physical 
effect on the 
environment?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not create an impact upon 
the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities, and determined that the Community Plan 
map was consistent with the programs and policies of the Department of Recreation and Parks. In 
terms of the need for new or altered parks or other recreational facilities, the MND determined that 
there is a potential impact due to existing deficiencies in neighborhood, community, and regional 
parkland according to standard criteria. The General Plan Framework EIR outlines mitigation 
measures that would adequately mitigate this impact to parks and recreation facilities.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related 
to recreation. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related 
to recreation because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any 
land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the WLA 
Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses 
or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the Community Plan Update in 
such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to recreation.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased
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building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan 
Update. No substantial changes related to recreation have occurred within the Project Area since 
adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or substantially more 
severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to recreation 
impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to recreation 
have occurred since that time, and no substantial new sources of potential impacts to recreational 
resources have been identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would 
result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts related to recreation. 
Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

1. Implementation of the policies and programs contained in the Community Plan, the Mitigation 
Monitoring Program for the General Plan Framework Element to monitor and address 
increases in demand for parks and recreational facilities resulting from population growth. 
These include:

a. Limiting development by adequacy of public service facilities.
b. Promoting dual use of school facilities for education and recreation.
c. Provision of adequate landscaping in new development.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no significant recreation impacts would occur as a result of the proposed Q 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to recreation resources as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.16 Transportation/Traffic

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant
Impacts or Impact or

Impact Substantially Substantially
Determinatio More Severe More Severe 
n in WLAMND Impacts? Impacts? Verification?

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New Analysis

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

or

Transportation / Traffic:
Would the project:

(a) Conflict with an applicable 
plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the 
performance of the 
circulation system, taking 
into account all modes of 
transportation including 
mass transit and non- 
motorized travel and 
relevant components of 
the circulation system, 
including but not limited 
to intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways,

Less than 
Significant 

with Mitigation
No No No No
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pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit?

(b) Conflict with an applicable
congestion management 
program, including, but 
not limited to level of 
service standards and 
travel demand 
measures, or other 
standards established by 
the county congestion 
management agency for 
designated roads or 
highways?

(c) Result in a change in air
traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in 
traffic levels or a change 
in location that results in 
substantial safety risks?

(d) Substantially increase
hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous 
intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)?

(e) Result in inadequate
emergency access?

(f) Conflict with adopted
policies, plans or 
programs regarding 
public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian facilities, or 
otherwise decrease the 
performance or safety of 
such facilities?

Less than 
Significant 

with Mitigation
No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not cause an impact upon 
the existing transportation system; would not alter waterborne, rail or air traffic; and would not increase 
traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians. The MND also determined the Community 
Plan Update would not result in the generation of additional vehicular movement. Although possible 
intensification of development could occur within mixed-use developments, they would be located in 
transit-served corridors, and mixed use would discourage automobile use and increase pedestrian 
activity.

The MND determined that there would be a potential impact related to parking facilities and demand 
for new parking, because of a planned realignment of Santa Monica Boulevard. It also determined that 
there would be a potential impact related to the alteration of present patterns of circulation or 
movement of people and/or goods in the Community Plan Area, as the Community Plan Update 
encouraged growth patterns in community centers. The MND identified the WLA Transportation 
Improvement and Mitigation Specific Plan (WLA TIMP), which was being prepared concurrently with 
the 1999 Community Plan Update, as mitigation to this potential impacts on circulation patterns.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related 
to transportation and traffic. It would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of a circulation system, nor would it conflict 
with adopted policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation because it does not 
include construction. In addition, as discussed previously in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
analysis, while the Community Plan Area is located within two miles of Santa Monica Airport, it is 
outside of airport influence area and the runway protection zone and would not change air traffic 
patterns. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not change any land uses, building heights,
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densities or intensities as previously adopted by the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update. Future 
development within the Community Plan Area would also still be required to meet the regulations of 
the WLA TIMP, which was recently updated to include residential development projects.

Additionally, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program (CMP). The Los Angeles County CMP requires that traffic impacts of projects 
with potential regional significance be analyzed. Specific arterial roadways and all State highways 
comprise the CMP system, and a total of 164 intersections are identified for monitoring throughout Los 
Angeles County. The nearest CMP intersection to the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is at Santa 
Monica Boulevard and Bundy Drive, located within approximately 200 feet of the proposed Q 
Conditions boundary.5 The local CMP requires that all CMP monitoring intersections be analyzed 
where a project would likely add more than 50 trips during either the AM or PM peak hours. While it is 
possible that future development within the Project Area could exceed the screening criterion 
established by CMP, such development projects would be required to analyze their impacts under 
CEQA and implement relevant mitigation measures.

Furthermore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not substantially increase an existing 
hazardous design feature or introduced incompatible uses to the existing traffic pattern. The City has 
a Vision Zero initiative with a goal to eliminate all traffic deaths by 2025. Several streets adjacent the 
Proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions were identified as part of the City’s high injury network, a series of 
streets and intersections that have been identified to have a high concentration of traffic collisions that 
result in severe injuries and deaths, with an emphasis on those involving people walking and bicycling. 
These include Bundy Drive, Wilshire and Santa Monica Boulevards, and portions of Barrington and 
Federal Avenues. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not include construction that would 
increase traffic-related hazards, do not include modifications to public right-of-way dimensions, and 
would not change the underlying zoning that would allow incompatible uses in a multifamily residential 
neighborhood.

Lastly, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in inadequate access by emergency 
vehicles. The nearest emergency/disaster routes to the site are Sepulveda Boulevard to the east, 
Olympic Boulevard to the south, and San Vicente Boulevard to the north. The proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would not require the closure of any public or private streets and would not impede 
emergency vehicle access to the Project Area or the surrounding area. Future development within the 
Project Area may require the closure of public and private streets for construction activities, but would 
not include the emergency/disaster routes mentioned above as the boundaries of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions do not adjoin said streets. The closures to the public and private streets would 
only be temporary and emergency access to and from an individual development project’s site would 
be provided in accordance with requirements by the State Fire Marshal and LAFD. Therefore, the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts related to transportation and traffic beyond what was already disclosed in the adopted MND, 
and no mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions Q Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional 
development rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. In addition, they do not 
allow for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the 
WLA Community Plan Update. No substantial changes related to transportation or traffic have 
occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or 
substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances 
involving new significant or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

5 Metro, 2010 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Management Program, htty://media. metro. net/docs/cmp 'final 2010. pdf accessed 
September 13, 2016.
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Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to 
transportation and traffic impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the 
environment related to transportation and traffic have occurred since that time that would result in new 
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis 
or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Reduction of traffic and circulation impacts through implementation of Transportation System 
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies, as 
recommended in the Transportation Improvement and Mitigation Program (TIMP) for the West 
Los Angeles Community.

• Promotion of pedestrian-oriented areas to reduce automobile congestion.
• Increased use of shuttle systems to improve mobility.
• Neighborhood Traffic Protection Programs.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant transportation/traffic impacts or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified transportation/traffic impacts would occur as a result of the proposed 
Q Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to transportation/traffic as a result do not meet the standards for 
a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

2.1.17 Utilities and Service Systems (Utilities)

Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Issues (and supporting Determination 
Information Sources) in WLA MND

Utilities And Service 
Systems: Would the 
project:

(a) Exceed wastewater 
treatment
requirements of the 
applicable 
Regional Water 
Quality Control 
Board?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Require or result in 
the construction of 
new water or 
wastewater 
treatment facilities 
or expansion of 
existing facilities, 
the construction of 
which could cause 
significant 
environment 
effects?

No Impact No No No No

(c) Require or result in 
the construction of No Impact No No No
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Do Proposed Any New
Changes Circumstances

Involve New Involving New 
Significant Significant 
Impacts or Impact or

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Any New 
Information

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

Impact
Issues (and supporting Determination 
Information Sources) in WLA MND

new storm water 
drainage facilities 
or expansion of 
existing facilities, 
the construction of 
which could cause 
significant 
environmental 
effects?

(d) Have sufficient
water supplies 
available to serve 
the project from 
existing
entitlements and 
resources, or are 
new or expanded 
entitlement 
needed?

(e) Result in a
determination by 
the wastewater 
treatment provider 
which serves or 
may serve the 
project that it has 
adequate capacity 
to serve the 
project’s projected 
demand in addition 
to the provider’s 
existing 
commitments?

(f) Be served by a
landfill with 
sufficient permitted 
capacity to 
accommodate the 
project’s solid 
waste disposal 
needs?

(a) Comply with federal, 
state and local 
statutes and 
regulations related 
to solid waste?

No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

No Impact No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The MND determined that the 1999 WLA Community Plan Update would not result in the need for new 
systems or alterations to the following utilities: power, natural gas, communications, water, sewer, 
septic tank, storm water drainage, and solid waste and disposal services. This conclusion was based 
on the fact that the Community Plan Update did not substantially intensity the Community Plan Area’s 
densities, and because the Community Plan Update proposed that all new development projects 
should continue to be reviewed by responsible agencies for service and operational feasibility. The 
Community Plan Update also encouraged minimizing waste and increasing recycling. Additionally, the 
MND determined that the Community Plan Update would not result in use of exceptional amounts of 
fuel or energy, or increase demand on existing sources of energy or require the development of new 
sources of energy, as the Community Plan Update did not intensify densities.
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Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed [Q] Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related to utilities 
and service systems. The proposed Q Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related 
to utilities and service systems because they do not approve any particular new development and do 
not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is 
allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the 
Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts related to utilities and service systems.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They also do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the WLA Community Plan 
Update. No substantial changes related to utilities and service systems have occurred within the 
Project Area since adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more 
severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant 
or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to utilities 
impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to utilities 
have occurred since that time, and no substantial significant impacts have been identified within the 
vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially 
more severe environmental impacts related to utilities. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or 
review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

WLA MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on utilities, 
no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no significant utility and service system impacts or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified utility impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to utilities and service systems as a result do not meet the 
standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.
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2.1.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

WLAMND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Issues (and supporting Determination 
Information Sources) in WLAMND

Mandatory Findings of 
Significance:

(a) Does the project 
have the potential 
to degrade the 
quality of the 
environment, 
substantially 
reduce the habitat 
of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a 
fish or wildlife 
population to drop 
below self- 
sustaining levels, 
threaten to 
eliminate a plant or 
animal community, 
reduce the number 
or restrict the range 
of a rare or 
endangered plant 
or animal or 
eliminate important 
examples of the 
major periods of 
California history or 
prehistory?

(b) Does the project 
have impacts that 
are individually 
limited, but 
cumulatively 
considerable? 
(“Cumulatively 
considerable” 
means that the 
incremental effects 
of a project are 
considerable when 
view in connection 
with the effects of 
past projects, the 
effects of other 
current projects, and 
the effects of 
probable future 
projects)?

(c) Does the project 
have environmental 
effects which will 
cause substantial 
adverse effects on 
human beings, 
either directly or 
indirectly?

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No
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The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The Mandatory Findings of Significance are analyzed in Section 22 of the Initial Study for the 1999 
WLA Community Plan Update. The MND determined that the Community Plan Update did not have 
the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered 
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. 
The MND also determined that the Community Plan Update would not have the potential to achieve 
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals. The MND determined that the 
Community Plan Update does not have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively 
considerable. Finally the MND determined that the Community Plan Update would not have 
environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts in the environmental topic areas addressed in the Mandatory Findings of Significance than 
what was analyzed in the MND because they do not approve any particular new development and do 
not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is 
allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the 
Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts related to the Mandatory Findings of Significance.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe 
Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development 
rights than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. In addition, they do not allow for 
increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the Community 
Plan Update. Furthermore, the Project Area has not changed appreciably since adoption of the MND 
such that new circumstances causing new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts resulted. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or substantially 
more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to 
environmental topics covered in the Mandatory Findings of Significance since the MND was adopted. 
No substantial changes in the environment have occurred since that time that would result in new 
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis 
or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

2.2 Conclusions

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seek to implement supplemental development standards for 
infill projects within the WLA Community Plan Area. The development standards would affect the visual 
character and design of new multifamily development and address building orientation, massing, and 
other architectural features. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not authorize the construction 
of any physical structures and do not propose changes in densities, intensities, or heights from what 
is allowed in the WLA Community Plan Update.
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Furthermore, as discussed previously, the environmental category with the most potential impact, 
aesthetics, would be exempt under a Class 8 Categorical Exemption as the purpose and intent of 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is to improve the aesthetic environment and preserve the unique 
character of the WLA Community Plan Area. The Class 8 Categorical Exemption applies to “actions 
taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, 
restoration, enhancement, or protection of the environment whether regulatory process involves 
procedures for protection of the environment.” (CEQA Guidelines, section 15308.) Moreover, the 
“general rule” exemption would also apply because a substantial majority (approximately 70%) of the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is located within transit priority areas (TPA). Senate Bill 743, which 
modified Section 21099 (d)(1) of the Public Resources Code to state that a project’s aesthetic and 
parking impacts shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment if: 1) the project is a 
residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project, and 2) the project is located on an 
infill site within a transit priority area.

Lastly, none of the conditions as described under Sections 15162 and 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines 
that would require a subsequent MND relating to the proposed Q Conditions are present. No new 
significant environmental effects and no substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects would occur as a result of proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Additionally, there are 
no known mitigation measures or project alternatives that were previously considered infeasible but 
are now considered feasible that would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment identified in the adopted MND. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions create 
no potential adverse impacts beyond what was evaluated in the MND. Therefore, the preparation of 
an addendum that amends the project description in the MND to include the adoption of the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions is appropriate and fully complies with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines, 
sections 15164 and 15162.
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3. Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for the 
Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan Update

On June 17, 1998, the Los Angeles City Council adopted the B-PP Community Plan Update and adopted 
an MND for that project. The primary goals of the B-PP Community Plan Update were to substantially revise 
the plan text with respect to organization and content, amend the land use map to include new land use 
categories, implement a portion of the Citywide General Plan Framework, and to implement zone changes 
to ensure consistency with existing use. However, since the City adopted the 1998 B-PP Community Plan, 
concerns have been raised that new multifamily development is out of character and scale with the existing 
neighborhood and surrounding community.

3.1 Proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions

The 1998 Community Plan Update contains goals and policies regarding promoting good design of 
multifamily residential development and call for the protection of the character and scale of existing 
multifamily residential neighborhoods. The proposed West Los Angeles Multifamily “Q” Qualified Conditions 
to which this Addendum pertains would implement the relevant goals and policies of the Community Plan.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions aim to bring increased stability to residential neighborhoods by 
introducing development regulations that encourage new infill development to be consistent with the overall 
character of the area and enhances the pedestrian experience. These proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
include development standards for building form and orientation, vehicle access and parking and 
architectural treatment.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not approve any particular new development and does not 
change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or allowable building height from what is 
allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update and analyzed in the MND.

4. Impact Discussion: Brentwood - Pacific Palisades Community Plan
4.1 Analysis of Impacts

This section provides an impact assessment of the B-PP Community Plan Update as updated with the 
proposed West Los Angeles Multifamily “Q” Qualified Conditions. The sections below compares the addition 
of the proposed Q Conditions with the findings made in the 1998 MND to determine whether the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions would create any new environmental impacts and/or exacerbate any previously 
identified impacts.

As described below, no new impact areas or increase in severity of previously identified impacts will occur 
as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions.

A Modified Environmental Checklist Form (Form) was used to compare the anticipated environmental 
effects of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions with those disclosed in the MND and to review whether 
any of the conditions set forth in Public Resources Code, section 21166 or CEQA Guidelines, section 
15162, requiring preparation of a subsequent Negative Declaration, have been triggered. The Form was 
used to review the potential environmental effects of the proposed change for each of the following impact 
areas:
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Aesthetics
Agricultural and Forestry Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing 
Public Services 
Recreation
T ransportation/T raffic 
Utilities and Service Systems 
Mandatory Findings of Significance

The Form provides the following information as to each of the impact thresholds analyzed in each of the 
impact categories:

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND.

This column sets forth the impact determination made in the MND for each impact threshold.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the changes 
represented by the proposed Q Conditions will result in new significant impacts that have not already been 
considered and mitigated by the prior environmental review or a substantial increase in the severity of a 
previously identified impact.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there have been 
changes to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which have occurred subsequent to 
adoption of the prior environmental documents, which will require major revisions of the previous 
environmental documents due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified impact.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new 
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with the 
exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous environmental documents were adopted as 
complete is available requiring an update to the analysis of the previous environmental documents to verify 
that the environmental conclusions and mitigations remain valid. If the new information shows that: (A) the 
project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the prior environmental documents; or (B) 
that significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the prior 
environmental documents; or (C) that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible 
would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but 
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or (D) that mitigation 
measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the prior environmental 
documents would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the project
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proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative, then the question would be answered 
‘Yes’ requiring the preparation of a subsequent MND. However, if the additional analysis completed as part 
of this Environmental Review finds that the conclusions of the prior environmental documents remain the 
same and no new significant impacts are identified, or identified environmental impacts are not found to be 
more severe, or additional mitigation is not necessary, then the question would be answered ‘No’ and no 
additional environmental documentation (subsequent MND) is required. New studies completed as part of 
this environmental review are attached to this Addendum, or are on file with the Planning Department.

Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts.

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the prior 
environmental document provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related impact category. 
In some cases, the mitigations have already been implemented. A “yes” response will be provided in either 
instance. If “No” is indicated, this Environmental Review concludes that the impact does not occur with this 
project and therefore no mitigations are needed.

Applicable mitigation measures from the prior environmental review that apply to the project are listed under 
each environmental category.

Conclusion

Each impact category concludes with a narrative discussion of the effects of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions on that category and any suggested mitigation measures.

4.1.1 Aesthetics

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe 

Impacts?

B-PP MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Any New 
Information

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Analysis or 
Verification?

Aesthetics: Would the 
project:

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation

(a) Have a substantial 
adverse effect on a scenic 
vista?

No No No Yes

(b) Substantially damage 
scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state 
scenic highway?

(c) Substantially degrade 
the existing visual character 
or quality of the site and its 
surroundings?

(d) Create a new source of 
substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect 
day or nighttime views in the 
area?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Aesthetic impacts are discussed in Section 19 of the Initial Study prepared for the B-PP Community Plan 
Update. The Initial Study determined that future development could create view obstruction of a scenic vista 
open to the public, destroy a locally recognized desirable aesthetic feature, or result in a negative aesthetic
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effect. However, since the B-PP Community Plan Update reduced the development potential in the Plan 
Area, the possibility of negative aesthetic effects was also reduced to a less than significant level. The 
Community Plan Update supported community design standards, and included several mitigation measures 
aimed to preserve aesthetic quality in the community.

Impacts to light and glare are discussed in Section 7 of the Initial Study. The Study determined that the B- 
PP Community Plan Update would not create additional sources of new light or glare. Any potential light 
impacts from residential projects in hillsides would be reduced through mitigation measures.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related to aesthetics 
because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use 
designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community 
Plan Update.

Furthermore, approximately 67% of the Project Area within the B-PP Community Plan Area is located within 
a T ransit Priority Area (TPA) and the projects that would be developed within this area would be considered 
residential projects on a an infill site (see Appendix A). Pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 
21099(d), aesthetic impacts associated with such projects are deemed to be less than significant.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

While the development regulations set forth in the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions have the potential to 
influence aesthetics of the Community Plan Area, the purpose and intent of the design-related regulations 
is to improve the aesthetic environment of Community Plan Area. Thus, the proposed modifications do not 
allow for or seek to implement additional development rights that were not previously analyzed in the 
adopted MND and adopted B-PP Community Plan Area. Finally, they do not allow for increased building 
height, intensity, or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. No 
substantial changes to aesthetic resources or circumstances within the Community Plan Area have 
occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new aesthetic resources have been identified within 
the vicinity of the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant or substantially 
more severe aesthetic impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to visual or 
aesthetic resources since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the aesthetic or visual 
environment have occurred since that time and no substantial new scenic resources have been identified 
within the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will not 
result in any aesthetic impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are 
required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

Preservation of existing residential and visual character 
Reduced alteration of natural topography
Encouragement of Open Space preservation through cluster development
Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce
density of development
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• Increase in the amount of Minimum Density lands
• Buffering residential from commercial land use
• Proposal of Open Space and Conservation lands
• Use of cluster housing to minimize grading and preserve natural topography

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant aesthetic impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified aesthetic impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seek to implement supplemental development standards related to 
aesthetics that are more restrictive than current land use controls. Therefore, the adoption and 
implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not meet the conditions for a subsequent MND 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.2 Agriculture and Forest Resources (Agricultural Resources)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources: 
Would the project:

(a) Convert Prime
Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or 
Farmland of 
Statewide 
Importance 
(Farmland), as 
shown on the 
maps prepared 
pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping 
and Monitoring 
Program of the 
California 
Resources 
Agency, to non- 
agricultural use?

(b) Conflict with
existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or 
a Williamson Act 
contract?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(c) Conflict with
existing zoning for, 
or cause rezoning 
of, forest land (as 
defined in Public 
Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), 
timberland (as 
defined by Public 
Resources Code 
4526), or 
timberland zoned 
Timberland 
Production (as 
defined by 
Government Code 
section 51104(g))?

Not Analyzed No No No No
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(d) Result in the loss of 
forest land or 
conversion of 
forest land to non
forest use?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) Involve other 
changes in the 
existing 
environment 
which, due to their 
location or nature, 
could result in 
conversion of 
Farmland, to non- 
agricultural use or 
conversion of 
forest land to non
forest use?

No Impact No No No No

Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Section 5 of the Initial Study (Animal Life) determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would not 
result in the reduction of acreage of any agricultural crop, as there is no significant agricultural land use 
within the Plan Area.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the 
adopted MND for a reduction of acreage of any agricultural crop and would not impact agriculture and/or 
forestry resources. It does not change any land uses, building heights, densities or intensities, and it seeks 
to implement supplemental development standards for multifamily residential development. The area of the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is currently zoned for multifamily residential use, and does not contain 
agricultural zoning or land uses.6’7 Additionally, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not convert 
valued farmland to non-agricultural uses, conflict with an existing Williamson Act contract, or rezone/cause 
the rezoning of forest land and timberland. Therefore, there are no new environmental impacts related to 
agriculture or forestry resources identified with the addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions and 
no mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts, and there is 
no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to agricultural or forestry 
resources. No substantial changes in the environment have occurred since adoption of the MND, and no 
substantial new agricultural or forestry resources have been identified within the vicinity of the Project Area 
that would result in new significant or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to agriculture and 
forest resources since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment have occurred 
since that time, and no substantial new agriculture and forest resources impacts have been identified within 
the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any 
impacts to agricultural resources, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are

6 Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zoning Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS), http://zimas. lacity. org, accessed
December 27, 2017.

7 Los Angeles Department of City Planning, West Los Angeles Community Plan General Plan Land Use Map,
http://planning. lacity. org/complan/westla/PDF/wlaplanmap. pdf, accessed September 13, 2016.
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required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

None.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to agricultural or forestry resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to agricultural and forestry resources as a result do not meet 
the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.3 Air Quality

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Do Proposed 
Changes Involve 
New Significant 

Impacts or 
Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing Impact

Impact
Determination in 

B-PP MND
Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Air Quality: Would the 
project:

(a) Conflict with or 
obstruct
implementation of 
the applicable air 
quality plan?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Violate any air quality
standard or 
contribute 
substantially to an 
existing or projected 
air quality violation?

(c) Result in a
cumulatively 
considerable net 
increase of any 
criteria pollutant for 
which the project 
region is non
attainment under an 
applicable federal or 
state ambient air 
quality standard 
(including releasing 
emissions which 
exceed quantitative 
thresholds for 
ozone precursors)?

(d) Expose sensitive
receptors to 
substantial pollutant 
concentrations?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No No

(e) Create objectionable 
odors affecting a 
substantial number 
of people?

No Impact No No No No
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Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Air Quality impacts were analyzed in Section 2 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. 
The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would not increase emissions or adversely 
affect or contribute to deterioration of air quality; would not result in the alteration of air movement, moisture 
or temperature, or any change in climate, either locally or regionally; and would not create objectionable 
odors. The MND also determined that potential impacts in terms of exposing area residents to severe air 
pollution would be less than significant as a result of several Community Plan Update features and 
mitigation measures.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
related to air quality. They do not change any land uses, building heights, densities or intensities; rather, 
they seek to implement supplemental development standards. Because the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would not change uses, densities or intensity of development permitted under the B-PP 
Community Plan Update, it is not anticipated that implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would result in any new significant air quality impacts or substantially more severe air quality impacts.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
that were not previously analyzed in the MND. They do not allow for increased building height, intensity or 
density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update. No substantial changes 
to air quality circumstances within the Project Area have occurred since adoption of the MND that would 
result in new or more severe significant environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances 
involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe air quality impacts than what was analyzed 
in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to air quality since 
the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment have occurred since that time, and no 
substantial new air quality impacts have been identified within the Community Plan Area that would result 
in new significant or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been 
determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any new or substantially more severe air quality 
impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Encouragement of Open Space preservation through cluster development
• Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce 

density of development
• Prohibition of street widening for purposes of increasing street capacity
• Placing emphasis on Public Transportation Corridor and Mixed Use Boulevard
• Limiting development by adequacy of circulation/public service facilities

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to air quality resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to air quality resources as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.
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4.1.4 Biological Resources

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Biological Resources:
Would the project:
(a) Have a substantial

adverse effect, 
either directly or 
through habitat 
modifications, on 
any species 
identified as a 
candidate, 
sensitive, or special 
status species in 
local or regional 
plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by 
the California 
Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife 
Service?

(b) Have a substantial
adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat 
or other sensitive 
natural community 
identified in local or 
regional plans, 
policies,
regulations, or by 
the California 
Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife 
Service?

(c) Have a substantial
adverse effect on 
federally-protected 
wetlands, as 
defined by Section 
404 of the Clean 
Water Act 
(including, but not 
limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, 
etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, 
hydrological 
interruption, or 
other means?

(d) Interfere substantially
with the movement 
of any native 
resident or 
migratory fish or 
wildlife species or 
with established 
native resident or 
migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede 
the use of native 
wildlife nursery 
sites?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Not Analyzed No No No No

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No No
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(e) Conflict with any
local policies or 
ordinances 
protecting biological 
resources, such as 
a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance?

(f) Conflict with the
provisions of an 
adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, 
or other approved 
local, regional, or 
state habitat 
conservation plan?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Impacts to biological resources were analyzed in Section 5 (Animal Life) of the Initial Study for the B-PP 
Community Plan Update. The MND for the B-PP Community Plan Update identified several potential 
impacts to animal life as a result of the Community Plan Update, including: a change in the diversity or 
number of any species of animals; a reduction in the numbers of any unique rare or endangered species 
of animals; introduction of new species of animals into an area or result in a barrier to the migration or 
movement of animals; and deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat. Development of vacant hillside 
areas could result in a reduced number of naturally occurring wildlife and endangered species identified in 
the area. These possible impacts were mitigated through Community Plan Update features and mitigation 
measures.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the 
adopted MND related to biological resources. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in 
new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to biological resources because they do not 
approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or 
density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Additionally, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. 
No substantial changes to biological resources or circumstances within the Project Area have occurred 
since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new biological resources have been identified within the 
vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new or more severe significant environmental impacts. 
Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe 
impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to biological 
resources since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to biological 
resources have occurred since that time, and no substantial new biological resources have been identified 
within the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or more severe significant 
environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any 
biological resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are 
required.
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B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Reduced alteration of natural topography
• Encouragement of Open Space preservation through cluster development
• Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce 

density of development
• Increase in the amount of Minimum Density lands
• Proposal of Open Space and Conservation lands

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to biological resources or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified biological resource impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seeks to implement supplemental 
development standards related to aesthetics that are more restrictive than current land use controls. 
Therefore, the adoption and implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not meet the conditions for 
a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.5 Cultural Resources

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Cultural Resources: 
Would the project:

(a) Cause a substantial
adverse change in 
the significance of a 
historical resource as 
defined in CEQA 
Guidelines 
§15064.5?

(b) Cause a substantial
adverse change in 
the significance of an 
archaeological 
resource pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines 
§15064.5?

(c) Directly or indirectly
destroy a unique 
paleontological 
resource or site or 
unique geologic 
feature?

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

(d) Disturb any human 
remains, including 
those interred 
outside of formal 
cemeteries?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Impacts to cultural resources were analyzed in Section 21 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan
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Update. The MND for the B-PP Community Plan Update determined that there would be no adverse impact 
on prehistoric or historic archaeological sites, and no adverse physical or aesthetic effect on prehistoric or 
historic buildings, structures, or objectives. The MND also determined that the B-PP Community Plan 
Update would not cause a physical change affecting unique ethnic cultural values or restricting existing 
religious or sacred uses within the Plan Area.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the MND, because 
they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor 
area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan update. As such, 
they do not create any economic incentives to demolish existing buildings, some of which may qualify as 
historical resources. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the 
density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a 
way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts to cultural resources.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

Since the City adopted the MND, the City conducted a survey of the B-PP Community Plan Area to 
determine if any buildings or structures within plan area are historically significant. This survey was 
performed as part of SurveyLA, a survey to identify and document significant historic resources within 
the City of Los Angeles. That survey identified several buildings within the Project Area as potential historic 
resources. A list of these buildings can be found in Appendix B. None of these buildings have been 
designated as Historic Cultural Monuments (HCM). As stated previously, the proposed Q Conditions does 
not approve any particular development or allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
that were not previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Finally, the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow 
for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP 
Community Plan. As such, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not create any new incentives that 
would encourage the demolition of existing buildings, including buildings as potentially historically 
significant. No substantial changes to historic resources or circumstances within the Project Area have 
occurred since adoption of the MND, and other than the potential historic resources identified as part of 
SurveyLA, no substantial new historic resources have been identified within the vicinity of the Project Area 
that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, even 
with the identification of buildings and structures that are potentially historically significant, the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts 
than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to cultural 
resources since the MND was adopted that will require further CEQA analysis, other than the resources 
identified in SurveyLA. No substantial changes in the environment related to cultural resources have 
occurred since that time, and no substantial new cultural resources have been identified within the 
Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any cultural 
resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on cultural 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions does not 
change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required
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Conclusion

The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would not cause significant impacts to cultural 
resources through the development resulting from the plan. It also determined that the Community Plan 
Update would not cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical resource or disturb 
archaeological/paleontological resources

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings or mitigation policies of 
the MND, because it does not include the approval of specific projects or changes in land use, zoning, 
intensity, density, and heights. As stated above, through SurveyLA, the City has identified additional 
buildings and structures within the Project Area that are potentially historically significant. However, the City 
does not anticipate that implementation of the proposed regulations will significantly impact any of these 
buildings because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use 
designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to demolish existing buildings, some of 
which may qualify as historical resources.

Additionally, the Project Area consists of sites that are fully developed with residential uses that abut public 
rights-of-way improved by sidewalks and roadway improvements. Therefore, the likelihood of finding intact 
significant archeological and paleontological resources is low.

Furthermore, the Project Area is not located on a known or established cemetery and, therefore, it is unlikely 
that human remains exist on-site or in the vicinity.

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to cultural resources would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to cultural resources as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.6 Geology and Soils

Any New
Do Proposed Circumstance 

s Involving 
New

Changes 
Involve New

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New
B-PP MND ’s 

Mitigation
Substantially Substantially Analysis or Measures 
More Severe More Severe Verification Addressing

Impacts?

Significant 
Impacts or

Significant 
Impacts or

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact Determination 
in B-PP MND Impacts? ? Impact

Geology And Soils: Would the 
project:

(a) Expose people or 
structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk or loss, injury 
or death involving:

(v) Rupture of a known 
earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the 
most recent Alquist- 
Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State 
Geologist for the area 
or based on other 
substantial evidence 
of a known fault?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(vi) Strong seismic ground 
shaking?

Less than Significant No No No No
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Any New
Do Proposed Circumstance 

Changes s Involving 
New

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New

Involve New
B-PP MND ’s 

Mitigation
Substantially Substantially Analysis or Measures 
More Severe More Severe Verification Addressing

Impacts?

Significant 
Impacts or

Significant 
Impacts or

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact Determination 
in B-PP MND Impacts? ? Impact

(vii) Seismic-related 
ground failure, 
including liquefaction?

Less than Significant with 
Mitigation No No No No

Less than Significant with 
Mitigation No No No No(viii)Landslides?

Less than Significant with 
Mitigation

(b) Result in substantial soil 
erosion or the loss of topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic 
unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable as 
a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off
site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse?

(d) Be located on expansive 
soil, as defined in Table 18- 1-B 
of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial 
risks to life or property?

(e) Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use 
of septic tanks or alternative 
waste water disposal systems 
where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste water?

No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to geology and soils were analyzed in Section 1 (Earth) of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. The MND for the B-PP Community Plan Update identified several potential impacts to earth 
conditions, including: unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures; disruptions, 
displacements, compaction or over covering of the soil; changes in topography or ground surface relief 
features; the destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or physical features; increases in 
wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off the site; changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or 
changes in siltation, deposition or erosion which may modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of 
the ocean or any bay, inlet or lake; or expose people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, 
landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards. Most of the Community Plan Area is characterized 
by canyon and hillside topography, containing steep slopes with slight to moderate risk of slope failure. The 
Community Plan Update contained several features and mitigation measures that aimed to reduce these 
impacts.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related to geology and 
soils because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use 
designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to develop differently than what is 
permitted under the B-PP Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP 
Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts 
related to geology and soils.
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Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than were not previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Additionally, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan 
Update. No substantial changes to geologic resources or circumstances within the Project Area have 
occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new geologic resources have been identified within 
the vicinity of the Project Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or 
substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to geology and 
soils since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to geology and soils 
have occurred since that time, and no areas that are susceptible to geology and soil impacts have been 
identified within the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will not 
result in any new impacts related to geology and soils or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts related to geology and soils, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation 
measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Reduced alteration of natural topography.
• Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce

density of development.
• Increase in amount of Minimum Density lands.
• Proposal of Open Space and Conservation lands.
• Use of cluster housing to minimize grading and preserve natural topography.

Conclusion

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to geology and 
soils. No substantial changes in the environment related to cultural resources have occurred since adoption 
of the MND, and no substantial new conditions related to geology and soils have been identified within the 
vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially more 
severe environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result 
in any geology and soils impacts, a review of feasible mitigation measures is not required.

4.1.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions: Would the 
project:
(a) Generate

greenhouse gas
No No NoNot Analyzed No
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emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, 
that may have a 
significant impact 
on the
environment?

(b) Conflict with an 
applicable plan, 
policy or regulation 
adopted for the 
purpose of reducing 
the emissions of 
greenhouse gases?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The adopted MND did not analyze the impact of the 1998 B-PP Community Plan Update on greenhouse 
gas (GHG) emissions as it was not an environmental impact category under CEQA at the time.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant GHG impacts because they do 
not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios 
or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. As such, they do 
not create any economic incentives to develop differently than what is permitted under the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or the density 
or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update such a way that 
results in new significant GHG impacts or a substantial increase the severity of GHG impacts.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased building height, 
intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update. No 
substantial changes related to GHGs have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND that 
would result in new or more severe significant environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new 
circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was 
analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

It is well-established that although CEQA now requires an analysis of greenhouse gas emissions as an 
impact category, the impact of greenhouse gas emissions does not constitute new information, within the 
meaning of Public Resources Code Section 21166(c), meaning new information which was not known and 
could not have been known at the time the MND was adopted. (Citizens for Responsible Equitable 
Environmental Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 515, 532 [court held that city’s 
adoption of an addendum to an EIR complied with CEQA in response to a challenge alleging that previously 
certified EIR failed to analyze greenhouse gas emissions and, thus, required preparation of a supplemental 
EIR].) As such, the fact that CEQA now requires the analysis of GHG impacts does not constitute new 
information within the meaning of Public Resources Code, section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines, section 
15162(a)(3). Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts

None.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to GHG emissions would occur as a result of the
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proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to GHG emissions do not meet the standards 
for a subsequent MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21166(c) or CEQA Guidelines, 
Section 15162.

4.1.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Hazards And 
Hazardous Materials: 
Would the project:

(a) Create a significant 
hazard to the 
public or the 
environment 
through the 
routine transport, 
use, or disposal 
of hazardous 
materials?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Create a significant 
hazard to the 
public or the 
environment 
through the 
reasonably 
foreseeable upset 
and accident 
conditions 
involving the likely 
release of 
hazardous 
materials into the 
environment?

No Impact No No No No

(c) Emit hazardous
emissions or 
handle hazardous 
or acutely 
hazardous 
materials, 
substances, or 
waste within one- 
quarter mile of an 
existing or 
proposed school?

(d) Be located on a
site which is 
included on a list 
of hazardous 
materials sites 
compiled 
pursuant to 
Government 
Code §65962.5 
and, as a result, 
would it create a 
significant hazard 
to the public or 
the environment?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) For a project
located within an 
airport land use 
plan or, where

Not Analyzed No No No No
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Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Issues (and 
supporting 
Information Sources)

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

such a plan has 
not been adopted, 
within two miles 
of a public airport 
or public use 
airport, would the 
project result in a 
safety hazard for 
people residing or 
working in the 
project area?

(f) For a project within 
the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, 
would the project 
result in a safety 
hazard for people 
residing or 
working in the 
project area?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(g) Impair
implementation of 
or physically 
interfere with an

No Impact No No No Noadopted 
emergency 
response plan or 
emergency 
evacuation plan?

(h) Expose people or 
structures to a 
significant risk of 
loss, injury or 
death involving 
wildland fires, 
including where 
wildlands are 
adjacent to 
urbanized areas 
or where 
residences are 
intermixed with 
wildlands?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to hazards and hazardous materials were analyzed in Section 10 (Risk of Upset) and Section 18 
(Human Health) of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. The MND determined that the B- 
PP Community Plan Update would not create an additional risk of explosion or release of hazardous 
substances, and would not interfere with any emergency response or emergency evacuation plan. The 
MND also determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update does not propose land uses that would 
increase health hazards, and that it will not expose people to potential health hazard, as the Plan’s 
organization of land uses would minimize the establishment of health hazards.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the 
MND related to hazards and hazardous materials. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not create 
a significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials because they do not approve any 
particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or
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building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any 
economic incentives to develop differently than what is permitted under the B-PP Community Plan Update. 
Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of 
development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that may result in 
new reasonably foreseeable impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials. It is noted that the 
regulations contained in the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not increase the potential for the 
emission of hazardous emissions or the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. A list of schools within one-quarter miles 
of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions can be found in Appendix C. Furthermore, no portion of the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions was identified on the Cortese List (Government Code Section 65962.5) 
of hazardous sites.8

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts, and there is 
no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to hazards or hazardous 
materials. No substantial changes to hazards and hazardous materials have occurred since adoption of the 
MND, and no substantial new hazards and hazardous materials have been identified within the Project 
Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or more 
significant effects regarding hazards or hazardous materials not discussed in the MND, significant effects 
related to hazards or hazardous materials previously examined that will be substantially more severe than 
shown in the MND, or of mitigation measures previously determined to be infeasible which have now been 
determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures 
are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on hazards or 
hazardous materials, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions 
does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified impacts to hazards and hazardous materials would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to hazards and hazardous materials as a result do not meet the 
standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

8 California Department of Toxic Substances Control website, http://www. dtsc. ca. gov/SiteCleanup/Cortese List. cfm, accessed September 7, 
2016.
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4.1.9 Hydrology and Water Quality (Water)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Hydrology And Water 
Quality: Would the project:

(a) Violate any water quality 
standards or waste 
discharge requirements?

No
Not Analyzed No No No

(b) Substantially deplete
groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a 
net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of 
the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre
existing nearby wells 
would drop to a level 
which would not support 
existing land uses or 
planned uses for which 
permits have been 
granted)?

(c) Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, 
including through the 
alteration of the course of 
a stream or river, in a 
manner which would result 
in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No

Yes

(d) Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, 
including through the 
alteration of the course of 
a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- 
or off-site?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

(e) Create or contribute runoff
water which would exceed 
the capacity of existing or 
planned storm water 
drainage systems or 
provide substantial 
additional sources of 
polluted runoff?

(f) Otherwise substantially
degrade water quality?

(g) Place housing within a 100-
year flood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal 
Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map 
or other flood hazard 
delineation map?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

No Impact No No No No

Less than 
Significant No No No No
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Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

Any New 
Information

B-PP MND ’s
Mitigation
Measures

Addressing
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

(h) Place within a 100-year 
flood hazard area 
structures which would 
impede or redirect flood 
flows?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

(i) Expose people or structures 
to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving 
flooding, including flooding 
as a result of the failure of 
a levee or dam?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

Less than 
Significant

(j) Inundation by seiche, 
tsunami or mudflow?

No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to hydrology were analyzed in Section 3 (Water) of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan 
Update. The MND for the B-PP Community Plan Update identified several potential impacts to water, 
including: changes to the course or direction of water movements; alteration to the course or flow of flood 
water; changes the quality of groundwater; and exposure of people or property to water related hazards 
such as flooding or tidal waves. The MND also determined that these would not result in: changes in 
currents, or the course of direction of water movements in either marine or fresh waters; discharge into 
surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality; alteration of the direction or rate or flow of 
ground waters; reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies; and changes 
in temperature, flow, or chemical content of surface thermal springs.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the 
adopted MND. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related 
to hydrology and water quality because they do not approve any particular new development and do not 
change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in 
the B-PP Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any economic incentives to develop 
differently than what is permitted under the B-PP Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is 
permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that may result in new significant or 
substantially more severe impacts related to hydrology and water quality.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts, and there is 
no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to hydrology and water 
quality. No substantial changes related to hydrology and water quality have occurred since adoption of the 
MND, and no substantial changes have occurred in the physical environment that would result in new 
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted, related to one or more
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significant effects regarding hydrology and water quality not discussed in the MND, significant effects 
related to hydrology and water quality previously examined that will be substantially more severe than 
shown in the MND, or of mitigation measures previously determined to be infeasible which have now been 
determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures 
are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The following Mitigation Measures are included in the MND:
• Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce 

density of development
• Increase in the amount of Minimum Density lands

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant hydrologic and water quality impacts or a substantial increase in 
the severity of previously identified hydrologic and water quality impacts would occur as a result of the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to hydrology and water quality do not meet the 
standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, section 21166 or CEQA Guidelines, 
Section 15162.

4.1.10 Land Use and Planning

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Any New 
Information

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Land Use and Planning: Would 
the project:

(a) Physically divide an
established community? Not Analyzed No No No No

(b) Conflict with any applicable 
land use plan, policy or 
regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not 
limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal 
program or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an 
environmental effect?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

(c) Conflict with any applicable
habitat conservation plan 
or natural community 
conservation plan?

(d) Cause a substantial amount
of existing development to 
be considered non
conforming as a result of 
zoning actions?

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(e) Result in a change in the 
residential density and 
commercial development 
intensity of an area?

Not Analyzed No No No No
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(f) Cause increased potential 
for land use conflicts and 
nuisance relationships 
between existing and 
future land uses?

Not Analyzed No No No No

(g) Cause an existing
developed area to be 
converted from a 
residential use to non- 
residential uses over time, 
or vice versa?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to land use were analyzed in Section 8 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. 
The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would alter the present and planned land use 
of the B-PP Community Plan Area. The B-PP Community Plan Update changed some land use 
designations, updated maps, and revised plan text to implement the General Plan Framework. The 
designations reduced the overall potential density from what was then possible. The MND determined these 
changes would have a beneficial environmental effect by reducing development potential in environmentally 
sensitive hillsides, while directing growth along transit corridors. The MND included mitigation measures to 
address the potential land use impacts.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
related to land use and planning. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant 
impacts or substantially more severe impacts related to land use because they do not approve any 
particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or 
building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. As such, they do not create any 
economic incentives to develop differently than what is permitted under the B-PP Community Plan Update. 
Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or the density or intensity of 
development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that may result in 
new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to land use.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions will implement the Land Use Mitigation Measures by establishing 
development and design standards on multifamily properties in the Project Area. The proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions do not have the potential to physically divide an established community, conflict with 
any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation, or conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 
or natural community conservation plan. Furthermore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are consistent 
with the objectives and policies of the General Plan Framework and the B-PP Community Plan Update as 
they seek to enhance the built environment and quality of life for multifamily development residential zones.

At the local level, various plans regulate land use and design standards in the Project Area. These include: 
the General Plan Framework, the Brentwood-Pacific Palisades Community Plan, the Multifamily Residential 
Citywide Design Guidelines, and the West LA TIMP Specific Plan. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
will be applied within the B-PP Community Plan Area, which contains Low Medium 1, Low Medium 2, 
Medium Residential, and High Medium Residential land uses.9 The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are 
permitted within these residential designations and are thus consistent with the General Plan. Although the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions create new multifamily design standards, they do not change any 
General Plan land use designations. The following paragraphs discuss the relationship between the 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions and the City of Los Angeles’ applicable plans, policies, and regulations.

9 City of Los Angeles, Zoning Information & Map Access System (ZIMAS) website, http://zimas.lacity.org, accessed September 16, 2015.
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The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan 
Framework and the B-PP Community Plan in that it seeks to enhance the design and quality of new 
multifamily residential development in the area.

The General Plan Framework has the following project-relevant objectives and policies:

Framework Objective 3.7 Provide for the stability and enhancement of multifamily residential 
neighborhoods and allow for growth in areas where there is sufficient public infrastructure and services 
and the residents’ quality of life can be maintained or improved.

Framework Objective 3.7.4 Improve the quality of new multi-family dwelling units based on the 
standards in the Urban Form and Neighborhood Design Chapter of [the General Plan Framework].

Framework Objective 5.5.1 Enhance the livability of all neighborhoods by upgrading the quality of 
development and improving the quality of the public realm.

Framework Policy 5.5.3 Formulate and adopt building and site design standards and guidelines to 
raise the quality of design Citywide.

Framework Policy 5.5.4 Determine the appropriate urban design elements at the neighborhood level, 
such as sidewalk width and materials, street lights and trees, bus shelters and benches, and other 
street furniture.

The B-PP Community Plan has the following project-relevant objectives and policies:

B-PP Objective 1-1 To provide for the preservation of existing housing and for the development of new 
housing to meet the diverse economic and physical needs of the existing residents and projected 
population of the Plan area to the year 2010.

B-PP Policy 1-2.4 Residential densities shall not be increased beyond those permitted in the 
Community Plan unless the necessary infrastructure and transportation systems are available to 
accommodate the increase.

B-PP Objective 1-3 To preserve and enhance the varied and distinct residential character and integrity 
of existing residential neighborhoods.

B-PP Policy 1-3.1 Seek a higher degree of architectural compatibility and landscaping for new 
development to protect the character and scale of existing residential neighborhoods.

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would create design standards in multifamily residential zones with 
the Community Plan Area. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would have development regulations 
that would influence building form and orientation, vehicle access and parking design, and architectural 
treatment to improve and enhance the quality of the existing neighborhood. Lastly, the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions would not change the existing zoning or increase the densities beyond those currently 
permitted under the B-PP Community Plan Update. Furthermore, the Project Area is included within the 
boundaries of the West Los Angeles TIMP and new development within the Project Area would still be 
required to adhere to its provisions. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new 
significant or substantially more severe impacts related to land use and planning beyond what was already 
disclosed in the adopted MND and no mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

There are no substantial changes to the circumstances under which the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would be undertaken that would result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts, and there is 
no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to land use. No substantial

Page 73 of 101



changes to land use have occurred since adoption of the MND, and no substantial new changes in land 
use have been identified within the vicinity of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new 
significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted related to one or more 
significant effects regarding land use not discussed in the MND, significant effects related to land use 
previously examined that will be substantially more severe than shown in the MND or of mitigation measures 
previously determined to be infeasible which have now been determined to be feasible. Accordingly, no 
further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Designation of steep-slopes as Minimum Density and Slope/Density requirements to reduce 
density of development.

• Increase in amount of Minimum Density lands.
• Maintain the present amount of commercial land use
• Proposal of Open Space and Conservation lands.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant land use impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified land use impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to land use as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant 
to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.11 Mineral Resources (Natural Resources)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Mineral Resources: 
Would the project:

(a) Result in the loss of 
availability of a 
known mineral 
resource that would 
be of value to the 
region and the 
residents of the 
state?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Result in the loss of 
availability of a 
locally important 
mineral resource 
recovery site 
delineated on a local 
general plan, specific 
plan or other land 
use plan?

Not Analyzed No No No No
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Impact Determination in the B-PP MND

Impacts mineral resources were analyzed in Section 9 (Natural Resources) of the Initial Study for the B-PP 
Community Plan Update. The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would not result in 
an increase in the rate of use of any natural resources, and would not result in the depletion of any non
renewable natural resources, as there are no mineral deposits identified on the City Mineral Resources 
Maps.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not change or alter any of the findings of the 
adopted MND related to mineral resources. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new 
significant or substantially more severe impacts related to mineral resources because they do not approve 
any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, 
or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. No substantial changes related 
to mineral resources have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND, and no substantial 
new mineral resources have been identified in the physical environment that would result in new significant 
or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
does not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP 
Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts 
to mineral resources.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impact or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased building height, 
intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update. 
Furthermore, the Project Area has not changed appreciably since the MND. Therefore, there are no new 
circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was 
analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to mineral 
resources since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to mineral 
resources have occurred since that time, and no substantial new biological resources have been identified 
within the Community Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Finally, as it has been determined the “Q” Qualified Conditions will not result in any 
mineral resource impacts, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on mineral 
resources, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant impacts to mineral resources or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified mineral resource impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the adoption and implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not 
meet the conditions for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.
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4.1.12 Noise

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe Analysis or 

Impacts? Verification?

Any New 
Information

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Noise: Would the project result
in:

(a) Exposure of persons to or 
generation of noise levels 
in excess of standards 
established in the local 
general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other 
agencies?

Less than
Significant No No No No

(b) Exposure of persons to or
generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?

(c) A substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity Significant with 
above levels existing 
without the project?

(d) A substantial temporary or
periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above 
levels existing without the 
project?

(e) For a project located within
an airport land use plan or, 
where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would 
the project expose people 
residing or working in the 
project area to excessive 
noise levels?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

Less than
No No No Yes

Mitigation

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

(f) For a project within the
vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose 
people residing or working 
in the project area to 
excessive noise levels?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to noise were analyzed in Section 6 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. The 
MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update may result in increases to existing noise levels 
due to additional mixed-use development allowed and the resulting incremental increases in traffic-related 
noise along major/secondary streets. However, since the B-PP Community Plan Update proposed an 
overall reduction in potential dwelling units, the impact was determined to be less than what was possible 
under the existing plan at the time. The MND also determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would 
not expose people to severe noise levels, as it did not intensify land use adjacent to the San Diego freeway 
corridor. Potential noise increases were mitigated by Community Plan Update features.
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Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The addition of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the 
MND related to noise. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant or 
substantially more severe impacts related to noise because they do not approve any particular new 
development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height 
from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the 
B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts to noise.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND and adopted B-PP Community Plan. Additionally, 
they do not allow for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted 
in the B-PP Community Plan. No substantial changes related to noise have occurred within the Project 
Area since adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or 
substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to noise impacts 
since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to noise have occurred 
since that time, and no substantial new significant noise sources have been identified within the Community 
Plan Area that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. 
Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

The MND included the following Mitigation Measures to address these impacts:

• Increase in the amount of Minimum Density
• Prohibition of street widenings for purposes of increasing street capacity
• Maintain the present amount of commercial land use
• Buffering residential from commercial land use.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant noise impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified noise impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to noise as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.
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4.1.13 Population and Housing

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Analysis or 
Verification?

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Population And Housing: 
Would the project:

(a) Induce substantial
population growth in an 
area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing 
new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly 
(for example, through 
extension of roads or 
other infrastructure)?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

(b) Displace substantial 
numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating 
the construction of 
replacement housing 
elsewhere?

No Impact No No No No

(c) Displace substantial 
numbers of people, 
necessitating the 
construction of 
replacement housing 
elsewhere?

No Impact No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to population and housing were analyzed in Section 11 (Population) and Section 12 (Housing) of 
the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. The MND determined that the B-PP Community 
Plan Update would not result in the relocation of persons because of the effect on housing and commercial 
facilities. It also determined that the update would not affect existing housing, create demand for additional 
housing, impact available rental housing, or result in the demolition, relocation or remodeling of residential, 
commercial, or industrial facilities. The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update may result 
a change in the distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of an area. However the 
proposed changes were determined not to have a significant adverse effect on the environment, as they 
would reduce the potential population of the community below what could be accommodated by the 
community plan that was in place, would not increase population growth levels above those analyzed in the 
Framework, and supported directing growth away from the most environmentally sensitive lands.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the adopted MND 
related to population and housing. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant 
impacts related to population and housing because the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not approve 
any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, 
or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. The proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions would maintain existing reasonable expected development established by the 1998 B-PP 
Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or 
the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such 
a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to population and housing.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?
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The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND and adopted B-PP Community Plan. They do not 
allow for increased building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP 
Community Plan. No substantial changes related to population or housing have occurred within the Project 
Area since adoption of the MND that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. There are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially 
more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the MND was adopted related to one or more 
significant effects regarding population and housing not discussed in the MND, significant effects related to 
population and housing previously examined that will be substantially more severe than shown in the MND 
or of mitigation measures previously determined to be infeasible which have now been determined to be 
feasible. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on population 
and housing, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions does 
not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant population and housing impacts or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified population and housing impacts would occur as a result of the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to population and housing as a result do not meet the 
standards for a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.14 Public Services

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Public Services:

Would the project result in 
substantial adverse physical 
impacts associated with the 
provision of new or 
physically altered 
governmental facilities, need 
for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could 
cause significant 
environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response 
times or other performance 
objectives for any of the 
public services:
(a) Fire protection?

(b) Police protection?

No Impact 

No Impact

No No No No

No No No No
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(c) Schools?

(d) Parks?

(e) Other public facilities?

No Impact 

No Impact 

No Impact

No No No No

No No No No

No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to public services, including fire protection, police, protection, schools, parks, and other public 
facilities and government services, were analyzed in Section 14 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. The MND determined that the B-PP Community Plan Update would not result in the need for 
new governmental services for fire or police protection services, as the Community Plan Update did not 
propose intensification of residential land uses. The MND also determined that the Community Plan Update 
would not result in the need for new or altered schools, as the school enrollment was under capacity at the 
time, and LAUSD collects development fees to mitigate impacts of new population on schools facilities. The 
Community Plan Update would not result in an impact on the quantity or quality of existing recreational 
opportunities, as the Community Plan Update’s reduced residential potential would result in less pressure 
on existing recreational facilities. In addition, the Plan designated 632 acres of public parkland as open 
space. As the Plan Update sought consistency between existing and planned land uses, no significant 
effect was anticipated on public services and facilities

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new significant or substantially more severe 
impacts related to public services beyond what was already disclosed in the adopted MND because they 
do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use designations, floor area 
ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community Plan Update. Therefore, 
the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of development 
from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new significant or 
substantially more severe impacts related to public services.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased building height, 
intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. No substantial 
changes related to public services have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND that 
would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no 
new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was 
analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to public services 
impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to public services 
have occurred since that time that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures 
are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have less than significant impacts 
on public services, no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions 
does not change these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.
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Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant public services impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified public services impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to public services as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.15 Recreation

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Recreation:

(a) Would the project 
increase the use of 
existing
neighborhood and 
regional parks or 
other recreational 
facilities such that 
substantial physical 
deterioration of the 
facility would occur 
or be accelerated?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Does the project
include recreational 
facilities or require 
the construction or 
expansion of 
recreational facilities 
which might have an 
adverse physical 
effect on the 
environment?

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to recreation facilities were analyzed in Section 20 of the Initial Study. The MND determined that 
the B-PP Community Plan Update would not result in an impact upon the quality or quantity of existing 
recreational opportunities, and that the Plan’s reduced residential potential would result in less pressure on 
existing recreational facilities.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related to 
recreation. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in new significant or substantially more 
severe impacts related to recreation because they do not approve any particular new development and do 
not change any land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed 
in the B-PP Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any 
uses or the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update 
in such a way that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to recreation.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. They do not allow for increased building height,
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intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. No substantial 
changes related to recreation have occurred within the Project Area since adoption of the MND that would 
result in new or more severe significant environmental impacts.. Therefore, there are no new circumstances 
involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to recreation 
impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to recreation have 
occurred since that time that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts related to recreation. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation 
measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on recreation, 
no mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change 
these impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant recreation impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified recreation impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. 
Therefore, the impacts to recreation resources as a result do not meet the standards for a subsequent MND 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.16 Transportation/Traffic

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or

Impact Substantially
Determination More Severe 
in B-PP MND Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially Requiring New 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information B-PP MND ’s 

Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing Impact
Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Analysis or 
Verification?

Transportation / Traffic:
Would the project:
(a) Conflict with an applicable

plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the 
performance of the 
circulation system, taking 
into account all modes of 
transportation including 
mass transit and non- 
motorized travel and 
relevant components of 
the circulation system, 
including but not limited to 
intersections, streets, 
highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit?

(b) Conflict with an applicable
congestion management 
program, including, but not 
limited to level of service 
standards and travel 
demand measures, or 
other standards 
established by the county 
congestion management

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No No

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No No
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agency for designated 
roads or highways?

(c) Result in a change in air
traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic 
levels or a change in 
location that results in 
substantial safety risks?

(d) Substantially increase
hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous 
intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)?

(e) Result in inadequate
emergency access?

(f) Conflict with adopted
policies, plans or programs 
regarding public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise 
decrease the performance 
or safety of such facilities?

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation
No No No Yes

Not Analyzed No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Impacts to transportation and traffic were analyzed in Section 13 (Transportation/Circulation) of the Initial 
Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. The MND for the B-PP Community Plan Update identified 
several potential impacts to transportation and circulation, including: effects on parking facilities or demand 
for new parking; impacts upon the existing transportation system; alteration to present patterns of circulation 
or movement of people and/or goods, and increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or 
pedestrians. The West Los Angeles TIMP prepared concurrently with the Plan Update identifies 
transportation system improvements and parking strategies to accommodate increases in projected land 
use, densities, and population and would help mitigate potential impacts. The MND also concluded that the 
Plan Update would not result in the generation of additional vehicular movement, and would not result in 
alterations to waterborne, rail, or air traffic.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related to 
transportation and traffic. They would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing 
measures of effectiveness for the performance of a circulation system, nor would they conflict with adopted 
policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation because it does not include construction. 
In addition, as discussed previously in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials analysis, while the Community 
Plan Area is located within two miles of Santa Monica Airport, it is outside of airport influence area and the 
runway protection zone and would not change air traffic patterns. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions 
would not change any land uses, building heights, densities or intensities as previously adopted by the 
1998 B-PP Community Plan Update. Future development within the Community Plan Area would also still 
be required to meet the regulations of the West Los Angeles TIMP, which was recently updated to include 
residential development projects.

Additionally, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program (CMP). The Los Angeles County CMP requires that traffic impacts of projects with 
potential regional significance be analyzed. Specific arterial roadways and all State highways comprise the 
CMP system, and a total of 164 intersections are identified for monitoring throughout Los Angeles County. 
The nearest CMP intersection to the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions is at Santa Monica Boulevard and 
Bundy Drive, located within approximately 200 feet of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions boundary. 10

10 Metro, 2010 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Management Program, htty://media.metro.net/docs/cmy 'final 2010.pdf, accessed 
September 13, 2016.
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The local CMP requires that all CMP monitoring intersections be analyzed where a project would likely add 
more than 50 trips during either the AM or PM peak hours. While it is possible that future development 
within the Project Area could exceed the screening criterion established by CMP, such development 
projects would be required to analyze their impacts under CEQA and implement relevant mitigation 
measures.

Furthermore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not substantially increase an existing hazardous 
design feature or introduced incompatible uses to the existing traffic pattern. The City has a Vision Zero 
initiative with a goal to eliminate all traffic deaths by 2025. Several streets adjacent the Proposed “Q” 
Qualified Conditions were identified as part of the City’s high injury network, a series of streets and 
intersections that have been identified to have a high concentration of traffic collisions that result in severe 
injuries and deaths, with an emphasis on those involving people walking and bicycling. These include Bundy 
Drive, Wilshire and Santa Monica Boulevards, and portions of Barrington and Federal Avenues. The 
proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not include construction that would increase traffic-related hazards, 
do not include modifications to public right-of-way dimensions, and would not change the underlying zoning 
that would allow incompatible uses in a multifamily residential neighborhood.

Lastly, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not result in inadequate access by emergency vehicles. 
The nearest emergency/disaster routes to the site are Sepulveda Boulevard to the east, Olympic Boulevard 
to the south, and San Vicente Boulevard to the north. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not 
require the closure of any public or private streets and would not impede emergency vehicle access to the 
Community Plan Area or the surrounding area. Future development may require the closure of public and 
private streets for construction activities, but these would not include the emergency/disaster routes 
mentioned above as the boundaries of the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not adjoin said streets. 
The closures to the public and private streets would only be temporary and emergency access to and from 
an individual development project’s site would be provided in accordance with requirements by the State 
Fire Marshal and LAFD. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions would not cause new significant 
or substantially more severe impacts related to transportation and traffic beyond what was already disclosed 
in the adopted MND, and no mitigation is required.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. In addition, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. No 
substantial changes related to transportation or traffic have occurred within the Project Area since adoption 
of the 1998 B-PP Community Plan Update that would result in new significant or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or 
substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to transportation 
and traffic impacts since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to 
transportation and traffic have occurred since that time that would result in new significant or substantially 
more severe environmental impacts related to transportation and traffic. Accordingly, no further CEQA 
analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures are required.

B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

To address the significant impacts identified, the MND included the following mitigation measures:
• Limiting development by adequacy of circulation/public service facilities.
• Placing emphasis on Public Transportation Corridor and mixed use Boulevard.
• Provision for traffic safety improvements.
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Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant transportation/traffic impacts or a substantial increase in the severity 
of previously identified transportation/traffic impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to transportation/traffic as a result do not meet the standards for a 
subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.17 Utilities and Service Systems (Utilities)

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Utilities And Service 
Systems: Would the 
project:

(a) Exceed wastewater 
treatment
requirements of the 
applicable Regional 
Water Quality 
Control Board?

No Impact No No No No

(b) Require or result in 
the construction of 
new water or 
wastewater 
treatment facilities or 
expansion of 
existing facilities, the 
construction of 
which could cause 
significant 
environment 
effects?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

(c) Require or result in 
the construction of 
new storm water 
drainage facilities or 
expansion of 
existing facilities, the 
construction of 
which could cause 
significant 
environmental 
effects?

Less than 
Significant No No No No

(d) Have sufficient 
water supplies 
available to serve 
the project from 
existing entitlements 
and resources, or 
are new or 
expanded
entitlement needed?

(e) Result in a 
determination by the 
wastewater 
treatment provider 
which serves or may 
serve the project 
that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the 
project’s projected 
demand in addition 
to the provider’s

Less than 
Significant No No No No

Less than 
Significant No No No No
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Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

existing 
commitments?

Be served by a 
landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to 
accommodate the 
project's solid waste 
disposal needs?

(g) Comply with federal, 
state and local 
statutes and 
regulations related 
to solid waste?

(f)

Less than 
Significant No No No No

Not Analyzed No No No No

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

Utility impacts are analyzed in Section 17 of the Initial Study for the B-PP Community Plan Update. The 
Initial Study determined that implementation of the B-PP Community Plan Update would not result in the 
need for new systems or alterations to the following utilities: power and natural gas, communication system, 
water, sewer or septic tanks, storm water drainage, solid waste and disposal. The Plan Update reduced the 
overall Plan capacity for dwelling units and people, thus resulting in less demand for utilities.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed [Q] Conditions do not change or alter any of the findings of the MND related to utilities and 
service systems. The proposed Q Conditions would not result in new significant impacts related to utilities 
and service systems because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any 
land use designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP 
Community Plan Update. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change any uses or 
the density or intensity of development from what is permitted in the Community Plan Update in such a way 
that result in new significant or substantially more severe impacts related to utilities and service systems.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. Additionally, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. 
No substantial changes related to utilities and service systems have occurred within the Project Area since 
adoption of the 1998 B-PP Community Plan Update that would result in new significant or substantially 
more severe environmental impacts. Therefore, there are no new circumstances involving significant 
impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to utilities impacts 
since the MND was adopted. No substantial changes in the environment related to utilities have occurred 
since that time, and no substantial significant impacts have been identified within the vicinity of the proposed 
“Q” Qualified Conditions that would result in new significant or substantially more severe environmental 
impacts related to utilities. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of feasible mitigation measures 
are required.
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B-PP MND’s Mitigation Measures Addressing Impact.

Because the Initial Study determined the Community Plan Update would have no impacts on utilities, no 
mitigation measures were required. Implementation of the “Q” Qualified Conditions does not change these 
impact determinations. Therefore, no additional mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no new significant utility and service system impacts or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified utility impacts would occur as a result of the proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions. Therefore, the impacts to utilities and service systems as a result do not meet the standards for 
a subsequent MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15162.

4.1.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Do Proposed 
Changes 

Involve New 
Significant 
Impacts or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impact or 

Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts?

Any New 
Information 

Requiring New 
Analysis or 

Verification?

B-PP MND ’s 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Addressing 
Impact

Impact
Determination 
in B-PP MND

Issues (and supporting 
Information Sources)

Mandatory Findings of 
Significance:

(a) Does the project 
have the potential to 
degrade the quality 
of the environment, 
substantially reduce 
the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or 
wildlife population to 
drop below self- 
sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal 
community, reduce 
the number or 
restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered 
plant or animal or 
eliminate important 
examples of the 
major periods of 
California history or 
prehistory?

(b) Does the project have 
impacts that are 
individually limited, 
but cumulatively 
considerable? 
(“Cumulatively 
considerable” means 
that the incremental 
effects of a project 
are considerable 
when view in 
connection with the 
effects of past 
projects, the effects of 
other current projects, 
and the effects of 
probable future 
projects)?

(c) Does the project have 
environmental effects

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No

No Impact No No No No
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which will cause 
substantial adverse 
effects on human 
beings, either directly 
or indirectly?

The Impact Determination Set Forth in the MND

The Mandatory Findings of Significance are analyzed in Section 22 of the Initial Study for the B-PP 
Community Plan Update. The MND determined that the Community Plan Update does not have the 
potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant 
or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. The MND also 
determined that the Community Plan Update would not have the potential to achieve short-term, to the 
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals. The MND determined that the Community Plan Update 
does not have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. Finally the MND 
determined that the Community Plan Update would not have environmental effects which will cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions regulations would not result in substantially more severe impacts in 
the environmental topic areas addressed in the Mandatory Findings of Significance than what was analyzed 
in the MND because they do not approve any particular new development and do not change any land use 
designations, floor area ratios or density, or building height from what is allowed in the B-PP Community 
Plan Update. Therefore, the “Q” Qualified Conditions do not change any uses or the density or intensity of 
development from what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan Update in such a way that result in new 
significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts related to the Mandatory Findings of Significance.

Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not allow for or seek to implement additional development rights 
than what were previously analyzed in the adopted MND. In addition, they do not allow for increased 
building height, intensity or density of development than what is permitted in the B-PP Community Plan. 
Furthermore, the Project Area has not changed appreciably since the MND was adopted. Therefore, there 
are no new circumstances involving new significant impacts or substantially more severe impacts than what 
was analyzed in the MND.

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

There is no new information of substantial importance that has become available relative to environmental 
topics covered in the Mandatory Findings of Significance since the MND was adopted. No substantial 
changes in the environment have occurred since that time that would result in new significant or 
substantially more severe environmental impacts. Accordingly, no further CEQA analysis or review of 
feasible mitigation measures are required.

4.2 Conclusions

The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions seek to implement supplemental development standards for infill 
projects within the B-PP Community Plan Area. The development standards would affect the visual 
character and design of new multifamily development and address building orientation, massing, and other 
architectural features. The proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions do not authorize the construction of any 
physical structures and do not propose changes in densities, intensities, or heights from what is allowed in 
the B-PP Community Plan Update.
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Furthermore, as discussed previously, the environmental categories with the most potential impact would 
be exempt under a Class 8 Categorical Exemption as the purpose and intent of proposed “Q” Qualified 
Conditions is to improve the aesthetic environment and preserve the unique character of the Project Area. 
The Class 8 Categorical Exemption applies to “actions taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state 
or local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of the environment 
whether regulatory process involves procedures for protection of the environment.” (CEQA Guidelines, 
section 15308.) Moreover, the “general rule” exemption would also apply because a substantial majority 
(approximately 67%) of the Project Area is located within a Transit Priority Area (TPA). Senate Bill 743, 
which modified Section 21099 (d)(1) of the Public Resources Code to state that a project’s aesthetic and 
parking impacts shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment if: 1) the project is a 
residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project, and 2) the project is located on an infill 
site within a transit priority area.

Lastly, none of the conditions as described under Sections 15162 and 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines that 
would require a subsequent MND relating to the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions are present. No new 
significant environmental effects and no substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects would occur as a result of proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions. Additionally, there are no 
known mitigation measures or project alternatives that were previously considered infeasible but are now 
considered feasible that would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment 
identified in the adopted MND. Therefore, the proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions creates no potential 
adverse impacts beyond what was evaluated in the MND. Therefore, the preparation of an addendum that 
amends the project description in the MND to include the adoption of this ordinance is appropriate and fully 
complies with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines, sections 15164 and 15162.
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Appendices A
Overlap of the Proposed “Q” Qualified Conditions with Transit Priority Areas

Figure 1
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Appendices B
Potential Historic Resources within the Project Area

Address Building Type Significance Statement
Brentwood - Pacific Palisades Community Plan

11920-11928 SAN VICENTE 
BLVD Commercial No statement recorded.

This property was documented due to 
information submitted through SurveyLA's 

public outreach program. However, it does not 
meet eligibility standards under the Institutional 

context. Also, it does not appear to be a 
significant example of a property type or style, 

and has no known important associations.

11996 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD (Brentwood 
Presbyterian Church)

Commercial

731 S BUNDY DR Institution No statement recorded.
Excellent example of a LAUSD elementary 

school representing the post-1933 Long Beach 
Earthquake period of school construction. 

Also, an excellent example of Spanish Colonial 
Revival institutional architecture in Brentwood.

Brentwood Science Magnet 
School

Institution

731 S BUNDY DR 
(Brentwood Science Magnet 
School)

Institution No statement recorded.

Excellent example of an apartment building 
from the 1960s in Brentwood. One of the few 
remaining intact examples from the period in 

this area.

825 S GRETNA GREEN 
WAY (The Brentwood Tower 
Apartments)

Residential

Rare example of early residential architecture 
in Brentwood; represents the earliest pattern of 

development in the area. Very few extant 
properties from this period remain.

925 S GRETNA GREEN 
WAY

Residential

Excellent example of Late Modern institutional 
architecture in Brentwood; work of noted 
architect Maynard Lyndon. Lyndon was 

celebrated for his innovative education and 
institutional designs. He designed Bunche Hall 
on the UCLA campus. Less than 50 years old 
and not of exceptional importance; therefore 
not eligible for listing in the National Register.

1133 S BUNDY DR Institution

Rare example of early residential development 
in Brentwood. Due to alterations, including 
replacement of cladding and windows, the 

property does not retain sufficient integrity to 
be eligible for listing in the National Register.

1016 S BUNDY DR Residential

Excellent example of Mid-Century Modern 
multi-family residential architecture in

11957 W KIOWA AVE Residential
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Brentwood, that includes a mosaic mural by 
noted artist and designer Evelyn Ackerman. 

Evelyn and Jerome Ackerman were significant 
artists/designers who parlayed their knowledge 

of traditional handicrafts including tapestry, 
mosaic and woodworking, into a successful 
commercial design business. In 1956, the 

Ackermans partnered with Jerome's former 
high school classmate, Sherrill Broudy, to form 

ERA Industries. Broudy asked Evelyn to 
design a mosaic mural for the exterior of this 

apartment building. The result, "Fantasy 
Landscape," was so large it was constructed in 
sections in the Ackerman's Jenev Studio. After 

several years in business together, the 
Ackermans bought out Broudy and continued 

to operate the company on their own.
Excellent example of Mid-Century Modern 

commercial architecture in Brentwood; work of 
noted architect John C. Lindsay.

11836 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD

Commercial

11750 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD

Commercial No statement recorded.

11770 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD

Commercial No standards recorded

11760 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD

Commercial No standards recorded

The San Vicente Boulevard Commercial 
Historic District is significant as a cohesive 

collection of 1920s neighborhood commercial 
development along a streetcar line in 

Brentwood. This district represents the oldest 
intact remnant of Brentwood's original 

commercial core. The period of significance is 
1928, when all three of the buildings 

comprising this block were constructed. The 
district occupies a portion of one tract, a re

subdivision of a section of Westgate, the 
original Brentwood subdivision, recorded in 

1905. Grading for streets in Westgate began in 
1904, with improvements to San Vicente in 

1905. San Vicente Boulevard was laid out as a 
broad avenue with a wide center median for 

two sets of trolley tracks, flanked on each side 
by an oiled surface (later paved) with curbs for 

automobile traffic. In 1906, the Westgate 
streetcar line opened along San Vicente,

(San Vicente Boulevard 
Commercial Historic District)

Commercial District
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making it the primary travel route through 
Brentwood and facilitating the opening of 

several adjacent residential tracts as well as 
subsequent commercial development. Initially, 

houses were built on the street. However, 
beginning in the 1920s, commercial buildings 

began to be built along this portion of San 
Vicente. By the end of World War II, the 
primary shopping district for the entire 

Brentwood community had grown up on San 
Vicente east of Bundy, totally eclipsing its 
original residential character. By 1949, the 

streetcar tracks had been replaced by the still 
extant coral trees. The distinctive, three-part 

building that occupies the prominent 
intersection of San Vicente and Gorham 

Avenue was one of the earlier commercial 
improvements, constructed between 1927 and 

1928. Developed to provide shopping and 
services to the adjacent residential 

neighborhoods, these buildings have seen a 
variety of retail tenants over the years. The 

westernmost storefront housed the Brentwood 
branch of the Los Angeles Public Library from 

1935 to 1947; in the 1940s and 1950s this 
space was Brentwood Hardware & Supply, 
complete with an attached blade sign in the 

form of a saw. Immediately west of the 
hardware store was an associated feed lot, 
suggesting the persistence of equestrian 

modes of transportation. Today, this stretch of 
San Vicente Boulevard contains a disparate 
collection of commercial uses from various 

periods, from mid-century commercial strips to 
more recent office buildings several stories 

high. In contrast, this modest collection of low- 
scale 1920s storefronts represents the style, 

scale and massing of the area's earliest 
commercial development. Its prominent 

location, Spanish Colonial Revival design, and 
orientation to San Vicente Boulevard, 

continues to convey the early significance of 
San Vicente Boulevard as an important 

commercial and transportation corridor in 
Brentwood.

11606 W SAN VICENTE Commercial Rare example of early commercial
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BLVD (Citizens State Bank 
of Sawtelle)

development along a former streetcar line in 
Brentwood.

Rare example of early commercial 
development along a former streetcar line in 

Brentwood.

11604 W SAN VICENTE 
BLVD

Commercial

Excellent example of Mid-Century Modern 
multi-family residential architecture in 

Brentwood, that includes a mosaic mural by 
noted artist and designer Evelyn Ackerman. 

Evelyn and Jerome Ackerman were significant 
artists/designers who parlayed their knowledge 

of traditional handicrafts including tapestry, 
mosaic and woodworking, into a successful 
commercial design business. In 1956, the 

Ackermans partnered with Jerome's former 
high school classmate, Sherrill Broudy, to form 

ERA Industries. Broudy asked Evelyn to 
design a mosaic mural for the exterior of this 

apartment building. The result, "Fantasy 
Landscape," was so large it was constructed in 
sections in the Ackerman's Jenev Studio. After 

several years in business together, the 
Ackermans bought out Broudy and continued 

to operate the company on their own.

11957 W KIOWA AVE Residential

Rare example of early residential development 
in Brentwood. Due to alterations, including 
replacement of cladding and windows, the 

property does not retain sufficient integrity to 
be eligible for listing in the National Register.

1016 S BUNDY DR Residential

Excellent example of Late Modern institutional 
architecture in Brentwood; work of noted 
architect Maynard Lyndon. Lyndon was 

celebrated for his innovative education and 
institutional designs. He designed Bunche Hall 
on the UCLA campus. Less than 50 years old 
and not of exceptional importance; therefore 
not eligible for listing in the National Register.

1133 S BUNDY DR (First 
Church of Christ, Scientist, 
Sawtelle)

Institutional

Rare example of early residential architecture 
in Brentwood; represents the earliest pattern of 

development in the area. Very few extant 
properties from this period remain.

925 S GRETNA GREEN 
WAY

Residential

Excellent example of an apartment building 
from the 1960s in Brentwood. One of the few 
remaining intact examples from the period in 

this area.

825 S GRETNA GREEN 
WAY (The Brentwood Tower 
Apartments)

Residential

West Los Angeles Community Plan
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The property meets the criteria for HCM 
designation because it embodies the 
distinguishing characteristics of an 

architectural-type specimen, inherently 
valuable for a study of a period style or method 
of construction," as an example of Mid-Century 
Modern architecture. It is also associated with 

the "notable work of a master builder, 
designer, or architect," as a work by master 
architects A. Quincy Jones and Frederick E. 

Emmons.

12248 W SANTA MONICA 
BLVD (Jones and Emmons 
Building)

Commercial

Rare example of a Moreton Bay Fig Tree. 
Specimens of this age and size are rare in Los 

Angeles.
Moreton Bay Fig Tree

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development in pre-consolidation 
Sawtelle. Represents the earliest pattern of 

development in the area.

12022 W TEXAS AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1252 S BROCKTON AVE Residential

Air raid siren; associated with WWII and Cold 
War military infrastructure.

Air Raid Siren 048 Institutional

Excellent and intact example of a LAUSD high 
school from the pre-1933 Long Beach 

Earthquake period in West Los Angeles. The 
only example of the property type observed in 

the area. Exhibits high quality of design.

11800 W TEXAS AVE 
(Sawtelle High School, 
Warren G. Harding High 
School)

Institutional

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development in pre-consolidation 
Sawtelle. Represents the earliest pattern of 

development in the area.

11562 W WYOMING AVE Residential

Excellent example of a pre-WWII 
neighborhood theater in West Los Angeles. 
One of two examples of the property type 

observed in the area.

11525 W SANTA MONICA 
BLVD (Royal Theatre)

Commercial

Excellent example of 1950s commercial 
development in West Los Angeles. A surviving 
example of a bank constructed during the mid

century era.

11501 W SANTA MONICA 
BLVD (Bank of America)

Commercial

Excellent and intact example of a 1910s 
apartment house associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1537 S CORINTH AVE Residential

1541 S SAWTELLE BLVD Commercial Excellent example of early commercial
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(Hotel Brooks) development. Represents early pattern of 
commercial development in the area. Does not 
meet the threshold of integrity for the National 
Register. A 1944 Sanborn Map indicates that 

the area supported several hotels. The 
building is labeled as rooms, presumably an 

early rooming house.
Excellent and intact example of a projecting 

blade sign in West Los Angeles. Sign 
advertises the former West End Hotel. Does 

not meet the threshold of integrity for the 
National Register. A 1944 Sanborn Map 
indicates that the area supported several 

hotels and the building is labeled as a hotel.

1538 S SAWTELLE BLVD 
(West End Hotel)

Commercial

A rare surviving example of a late 1920s 
commercial building in West Los Angeles. A 

1944 Sanborn Map indicates that this building 
was used as a restaurant on its western 

portion. Three retail storefronts occupied its 
eastern portion. The only example of its 

property type observed in the area. Does not 
meet the threshold for integrity for the National 

Register or California Register.

11271 W
MASSACHUSETTS AVE 
(UCLA Thrift Shop)

Commercial

Appeared to be an intact example of early 
commercial development in West Los Angeles; 

however, due to facade alterations, the 
property does not retain sufficient integrity to 

convey its significance.

1668 S SAWTELLE BLVD Commercial

Excellent and intact example of a marquee 
sign with iconic design and typography 

associated with a pre-WWII neighborhood 
theater in West Los Angeles.

11272 W SANTA MONICA 
BLVD (Nuart Theater)

Commercial

1652 S PURDUE AVE 
(Felicia Mahood Center)

Institutional No statement recorded.

1652 S PURDUE AVE (West 
Los Angeles Municipal 
Building)

Institutional No statement recorded.

1652 S PURDUE AVE (West 
Los Angeles Civic Center 
Plaza)

Landscape No statement recorded.

The West Los Angeles Civic Center Historic 
District is significant as a cohesive example of 
an administrative center in West Los Angeles 

that reflects the need for expanded civic 
services in the post-World War II era. It is also 

significant as an excellent example of Mid-

West Los Angeles Civic 
Center Historic District

None
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Century Modern civic architecture designed by 
influential Los Angeles architects. The civic 
center complex was constructed as a joint 

development between the City and County of 
Los Angeles. Planning for the complex began 
at least as early as 1956 when the City began 
to see the need to decentralize to relieve the 
increasing demands on city services in the 
post World War II era. Construction of the 

various buildings and the associated plaza and 
landscaping began in 1957, when the land was 

cleared for construction, and continued until 
1964.Thus the period of significance for this 
district is 1957 through 1964. The City and 
West Los Angeles civic boosters were so 

confident of the need for expansion in West 
Los Angeles that they envisioned the new civic 

center eventually expanding another block 
west to Sawtelle Boulevard, but this expansion 

did not occur. The City of Los Angeles 
completed the 1949 Master Plan of Branch 
Administrative Centers, which proposed 12 

branch centers throughout the city to provide 
more convenient and efficient service to the 
public. A center in West Los Angeles was 
designated to serve the area bounded by 

Beverly Hills, Sunset Boulevard, the City of 
Santa Monica, and Culver City. A plan was 

prepared for the West Los Angeles 
Administrative Center with seven buildings, 

including an existing police department 
building. The West Los Angeles Civic Center 
was envisioned as a "Major Branch." Three 

new buildings idenfitied in the plan were 
constructed: a branch library, a municipal 

building, and a court building. The West Los 
Angeles Civic Center was opened in 1961. 

Clearly reflecting the aesthetics of Mid-Century 
Modern architecture, the complex of buildings 
comprising the West Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District conveys a sense of harmony 

among the contributing structures. The 
associated plaza and mall create two 

intersecting axes and thus play an essential 
role in unifying the separate buildings. The 
plaza and landscape was designed by Los
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Angeles architect Albert Criz, who also 
designed the West Los Angeles Courts 

Building and other postwar modernist buildings 
in Los Angeles. The West Los Angeles 

Regional Branch Library was completed by 
1956 and was designed by the local 

architectural firm of Allison & Rible, which was 
responsible for several postwar-era buildings 
throughout Los Angeles. By 1958, plans were 

being drawn for the West Los Angeles 
Municipal Building. By 1961, the library, a new 
county courthouse, and a police building had 
been completed, with several other municipal 
structures in the planning stages. The Felicia 
Mahood recreation center (known variously 
today as the Senior Citizens Center, Senior 
Center, and Multipurpose Center) opened in 

1962. Its name commemorates the editor and 
civic leader who worked to establish the 

center. The West Los Angeles Civic Center 
Historic District is an excellent example of the 

decentralization of Los Angeles city services to 
meet the needs of a geographically expanding 
city in the mid-twentieth century. The scale of 

the complex clearly reflects the City's 
commitment to fully serving the growing 

population of West Los Angeles with modern 
new infrastructure. The style of the individual 

buildings as well as their grouping and the 
unifying landscaping and plaza are 

representative of ambitious Mid-Century 
Modern government complexes that were 

being built throughout the world during those 
times of optimism for the future.

1652 S PURDUE AVE (West 
Los Angeles Civic Center 
Bandshell)

Institution No statement recorded

11360 W SANTA MONICA 
BLVD (West Los Angeles 
Regional Branch Library)

Institution No statement recorded

1633 S PURDUE AVE (West 
Los Angeles Courts Building)

Institution No statement recorded

Excellent and intact example of a late 1940s 
post office in West Los Angeles. The only 

example of its property type observed in the 
area. Represents the expansion of

1622 S BUTLER AVE 
(United States Post Office)

Institution
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government services in the post-WWII era in 
Los Angeles.

Intact example of public art; all murals will be 
evaluated as a group pending further research 

and analysis in a later phase of SurveyLA.

1610 S BUTLER AVE 
(Masonic Temple)

Institution

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1632 S COLBY AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1642 S FEDERAL AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1617 S BARRY AVE Residential

Excellent example of Late Gothic Revival 
institutional architecture in West Los Angeles. 
Exhibits high quality of design. Does not meet 

the threshold of integrity for the National 
Register due to incompatible mortar 

replacement.

1606 S BARRINGTON AVE 
(First Baptist Church)

Institutional

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle.
1638 S STONER AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

11975 W WALNUT LANE Residential

Air raid siren; associated with WWII and Cold 
War military infrastructure.

Air Raid Siren 049 Institutional

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1915 S BUTLER AVE Residential

A rare surviving example of a half bungalow 
court in West Los Angeles. The only example 

of its type in the area that retains integrity.
1937 S BUTLER AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1906 S PURDUE AVE Residential

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest
1953 S CORINTH AVE Residential
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pattern of development in the area.
Longstanding local business associated with 
the Japanese-American community in West 

Los Angeles.

1903 S SAWTELLE BLVD 
(Yamaguchi Bonsai Nursery)

Commercial

Longstanding local business associated with 
the Japanese-American community in West 

Los Angeles. Hashimoto Nursery was 
originally established as O.K. Nursery circa 

1928.

1941 S SAWTELLE BLVD 
(O.K. Nursery)

Commercial

Excellent and intact example of early 
residential development associated with pre

consolidation Sawtelle. Represents the earliest 
pattern of development in the area.

1854 S SAWTELLE BLVD Residential

Longstanding local business associated with 
the Japanese-American community in West 

Los Angeles. Represents the numerous 
nurseries that once occupied this area of 

Sawtelle Boulevard.

1900 S SAWTELLE BLVD 
(Harada Nursery)

Commercial

Source: Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Office of Historic
Resources, http://historicplacesla.org/map, published November 27, 2013. Accessed on December 21, 
2017
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Appendices C
Schools within 1/4 Mile of the Proposed Project Area

School Address Type
University Senior High 
(grades 9 - 12)

11800 Texas Ave, Los Angeles, Ca 
90025

Public (LAUSD)

Brockton Avenue Elementary 
(grades K-5)

1309 Armacost Ave, Los Angeles, Ca 
90025

Public (LAUSD)

Brentwood Elementary Science 
Magnet (grades K-5)

740 Gretna Green Way, Los Angeles, 
Ca 90049

Public (LAUSD)

Nora Sterry Elementary 
(grades K-5)

1730 Corinth Ave, Los Angeles, Ca 
90025

Public (LAUSD)

Source: Los Angeles Unified School District, Local District West
Map, https://achieve.lausd.net/site/handlers/filedownload.ashx?moduleinstanceid=22573&dataid=24308&FileNam 
e=West.pdf. Accessed January 16, 2018.
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